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A \ DISCOURSE on the Nature and Subjeas 
70 of Cunisriax Bar risu. wo | 
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NAT A xxvinl. 19, 20. 


ne 'Go ye therefor and teach (or diſciple) all Nations, baptizing 
them in the Name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the 
— Holy Ghoſt: Teaching them to obſerve all Things whatſoever 


| - Thavecommanded yon; and lo I am with ou always, even 
a neee of oa * n . 7 


Tus FIRST PART. 


05 the Narvny f Se Bap r i851. 


his apoſtles, immediately before his aſcenſion into he- 
ven. And we have here their Miſſion, with the commiffi- 


on and authority given them for the execution of that office in 


the church, to which they were ordained.--- The Ohjet they were 
to attend to in their miniſtry, which was to make all nations diſ- 
ciples, baptizing them in the name of the divine Trinity, teaching 


world; implying, 
chem and their ucceſſors, till time ſhou'd be no more; that they 


ſhould be furniſhed for, and aſſiſted in their work; and that ther 5 


labours ſhould. be crowned with ſucceſs. 


The diſtin confideration of theſe ſeveral R 1 that. 


not now enter upon. My deſign is only to treat of CHRISTIA 

BAPTISM, the inſtitution of which, as a ſtanding goſpel 
ordinance,” we have in the words before us A ſub ett very Be- 
BA ceffary to be enquired into at this time, when our chuiChes are 
LEY the- goſpel rule, in the adminiſtration of this ordinance, as that 
Chg we have n. n 2558 are therefore nut for chriſtian. 
| D communion. 


X * H E 8 E words contain the inflraftions Which Crrid 1580 . 


them to obſet ve all the commandments of Chriſt, Aud the En- 
couragement they were to act upon in this great undertaking; 
ey en the promiſe of Chriſt's preſence. with them to the end ofthe 
that the goſpel miniſtry was to continue, in 


by ſome among us with having ſo r departed from 
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215 r ls * . 2 : „i 
commurigg Even th&inftitution of water baptiſm is denied by 
ſome.---@lkets aeny thatSprinkling-is a lawful and valid mode 
mindigation, or that. Infants are proper ſubjects. On the 
contrary they hold that adult believers only ate capable of re- 

8 tiny 3 Valid chriſtian baptiſm; and that dipping the whole 
| _ body into water is abſolutely 3 and the only regular, 
law ful ang valid, made” of ſacramental waſhing/;, and therefore 
5 that our baptiſms aft a nullity, as being adminiſtred in an un- 
Vauaarrantable ways te hnqualified, and ſo incapable ſubjeRs. 
1 Such charges às theſe we have often heard advanced with a 
ſurprizing confidence, and with an impatience and contempt of 
all contradictionawhich, though it may perhaps amaze and flag- 


1 er weak and unſettled minds, is rather a fign of ignorance and 
| eit · conceit, than of a ſound mind, or honeſt heart. When pers 
| ſions affect a dogmatical and infallible ſtrain of difcourfing'ion 
| * Cdiſputable points, this is ſo far from being any evidence of their 


\ - being in the right, chat it may well bree 322 that 
they either have but a-Mallow and ſuperficial underſtandling, or 
elſe that this confidence is only an artifice to maintain a _ 
cCauſe, which will net bear the teſt of fair and calm veaſoning. 
© 4 The ſcriptures miliſnot encourage us to expect any ſoperior wiſ- 
„dom, or underſtanding in thoſe who are Wiſe in their own con- 
= _ceit. God wilt guide the meek in judgment, and the meek will 
dhe teach his way. But the ſeorner ſeeketh wiſdom and ſindeth 
3 8 8 1 it Net.“ 4 5 EVE oof : 9 * 2 i r 5 
If they who ſet themſelves to decry and diſparage our admini- 
| __ Arations, will undertake, in the ſpirit of meekneſs, to point out to. 
- * us, by the light of divine revelation, any irregularities which 
'* Ovght to be reformed ; we ovght moſt ſeriouſly and candidly to 
attend to them. But if they ſeek to carry their point by noiſe 
and confidence, it need not move us---The ſcriptures are our only 
and ſufficient rule of faith, worſhip, and practice. To the law 
ndnd tothe teſtimony; if men ſpeak not according to this rule, 


=_— the ; | 15 e l 
I © The whole ſubject of our preſent enquiry, may be reduced to 
ttheſe two points, viz. What is Chriſtian Baptiſm? And who are 
tie proper ſuhjects of it? Theſe 1 ſhall endeavour to reſolve by 
tue light of divine revelation And as I claim no dominion over 
—_. - oy 7 75 of any, ſo I would ſpeak as unto wiſe men, judge ye 
dd CO I BO SAD 
"x Bat before I proceed to the diſcuſſion of the ſevera} points 
which may come under examination, I would premiſe a few 
pPoſtulates, or rules of interpreting the ſcriptures, which I think” 
} ny Cannot reaſonably be refufed, or obſected t. 
II. "The ſcriptures are always to be underſtood in that fenfe-of 
tie words, which, taken in their connection, is moſt natural, 
Plain, ohviougy and familiar to ue; and thoſe for whoſe inſty 17 0 [ 
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Rus of interpreting the, gribi. 6 


* 


on the wers primarily deſigned. The literal ſenſe is al ways by 


be preferred to a figurative one, unleſs there appear plain and 


bears this ſenſe in the new teſtament, and there appears no ins 


eongruity with the context, or inconſiſtence with other parts of 


the ſcriptures, in' underſtanding it thus in this place; we thefe- 
fore conclude, that it is a Literal and Water Baptiſm that is here 


intended. On the contrary, when Chriſt tells his Apoſtles, “ D :-: 


am with you to the end of the world.“ We cannot underſtand 


the words literally, of his bodily preſence. For, as the apoſtles 
were to diſperſe into different and remote parts of the world, it 


was 1 ble that Chriſt ſhould be always with them bodily. 


And befides he was immediately to aſcend to, and remain in hea- 


ven, till the end of the world. This muſt therefore be under- 
ſtood: Figurgtively, of thoſe gracious affiſtances which ha would 
afford: to them. e I 7 3 e 

"2. The ferip | | 
and if the meaning of any word or phraſe ſeems doubtful,we muſt - 
compare it with other places, where a like expreſſion is uſed, or 


 where-the ſame ſubje& is treated of perhaps in plainer language 1” | 

and that interpretation is be adhered to, which is moſt confonanf 
to the general language and doctrine of the ſcriptures themſelves. 
Thus the word Bäptize; in our text, may be compared with, and 


explained by the words of the apoſtle, in which he ſays, et That 


the church is ſanctified by the waſhing of water with the word?“ 
whence we are to coticlude that water Baptiſm is a g olpel or di- 


nance: and that Baptiſm * a waſhing.  - 
3. The'iſeriptares-are to 


o 


notexpredfed in the tert. 


4, Fhat is the true ſenſe of 


brew - and Greek, by 


ey tranflated ;. and are tobe corrected by the original. 


my + think, is an exam eee go teach all nations, 
| +4 1 5 F 3 | _ A. 5' | : UE 22 . 
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od reaſons: to the: contrary. For inſtance, though the word 
- baptize/ih our text is}fometimes taken in a figurative ſenſe, for the 
1 the Holy Spirit ; yet as it literally and primarily ſigni- 
jes a waſhing with water, and this ſenſe was moſt obvious and 
familiar to the Apoſtles, and is fo to us, and the word commonly 


ure ĩs the beſt and ſureſt interpreter af Scripture,- 


J . 


e underſtood as containing not only /, 
thoſe truths which are expreſsly aſſerted; but alſo thoſe which are 
4 plainly implied. For example, it is not expr {s} y aſſerted in our 
text that Baptiſm is to be a ſtanding ordinance in the church to 
the'endof the world. But then, as Chriſt has promiſed to be with  _ 
his miniſters in the execution of their commiſſion to the end of the 
world ; and as they were in this their commiſſion inſtructed to 
bapt!zs, as well as teach; it is a fait conſequence; that the duties, 
as well as the encouragements contained ia their commiſſion, 
were to continue to the end of time; and ſo baꝑtifm is a Randing * 
ordjnance---And that this is the true meaning, implied, thougfr 


it is I {ſcripture which beſt, agrees” with 
the original text. 4. the ſcriptures - were written in He. 

br divine inſpiration,” yet they were not 
. by divine inſpiration Some words ate not & 
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6 - Rules of interpreting ibe Strip ture. 
', ought rather to be underſtood, « Go make all nations diſciples,“ 
for ſo the Greek word properly fignifies. To teach or indoctrin- 
ate is expreſſed by another word, which we have in the latter 
verſe of our text: Teaching them to obſerve all things whatſo - 
„ «⁵-llfs „ 
5. That interpretation of ſcripture is to be adhered to, which 
gives the beſt, apteſt, and moſt inſtructive ſenſe to the words: 
unless: it ſhould appear that a different ſenſe was intended Thus 
for example, I think it makes better ſenſe to read our text ac- 
cording to the amendment propoſed ; '« Go: make all nations 
difciples ; baptizing and teaching them, &c.7:than-to read it ac- 
cdording io our tranſlation, ©* Go-teach all nations; baptizing: 
\  thein--teaching them ;“ where the tepetition of the word Teach, 
'_ © » ſeems needleſs and uninſtructive. r Oh atgse_ 
56. The practice of the primitive church, ſo far as it is know, 
| Is to be attended to, in caſe doubts ſhould ariſe concerniingthe 
meaning and proper adminiſtration of goſpel ordinances; -The- 
meaning of precepts is ſometimes cleared and aſcertained by au- 
_ . thenticprecedents. And we have no precedents which are fo. 


much to be regarded by us as the practice of the church in its 
tf *' earlieſt and pureſt ſtate; eſpecially in the apoſtolic age. For 
example, in our text baptiſm with water is not expreſsly mention- 
dee; but we know that in the apoſtolic and primitive church, bap- 
_ tim with water was practiſed: which ſeems to put the matter 
bout of all reaſonable doubt, that it is a wat er baptiſm that is here 
JJ dd 
Reeping theſe rules in mind, let us ſearch the ſcriptures upon 
mme ſubjetts of our. preſent enquiry. And the firſt thing to be 


In our text, Chriſt commiſſions his miniſters to baptize the na- 
io tions. We borrow the word Baptiſm from the Greeks; among 
Womit was commonly uſed to ſignify a wetting or waſhing in 

ſome mode, as I mall ſhew- more particularly in the ſequel. 
1 Among chriſtians, baptiſm is that Religious and Sacramental 
l walking with Water, which Chriſt has appointed as the token 
1 and ſign of our admiſſion into the viſible church, and of our hav- 
_. „ e in the privileges, and coming under the obligations 
Wt  », ofthe goſpel covenant. That Chriſt did inſtitute the rite of bap- * 

Ws tifm, or waſhing with water in the name of the Trinity, our text, 

235 Compared with other places of ſcripture, is a clear and ſuffici- 

= .. roof ; notwithſtanding the cavils of thoſe who would per- 
7 fſuade us that ogly a ſpiritual-and figurative Baptiſm is required 
mw. EEO 4 
Por, bow vfhreaſonable is it to depart needleſsly from the pri- 

*mary,iteral, plain, and obvious ſenſe of the word; and embrace 


2 ' @mnyflical and metaphorical interpretation? The-apoſtley would - 


"* 


Y 


_ ha naturally underſtand that a waſhing of the body was en joined. 
this us a fits that they were familiariy acquainted wiHh, and 


4 2 : 2 . NED. 2 
: AY. N | 
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S. mt-neceſſary to Chriftian'C 

Dipping not neceſſary to Cbriſtian 


e * 8 
hal: often adminiſtred themſel ves. e it ſeems a common 
token of diſcipleſhip, i ho pinifity-of John the baptiſt, 98 
Jeſus Chriſt. The word, Baptixe, is commonly in the ne wts fta 
ment to be underſtood of a waſhing with' water. The apoſtle's 
words ſhew, that the chriſtian haptiſm is of this Kind. For hs. 
ſays, © that Chriſt ſanRifies his chureh with thé Waking of water, 
by the word *. And it is accordingly. manifeſt that the apoſtles #1 
did adminiſſer a water baptim : ( Can any wan forbich witer,” + } 
ſays Peter; at the houſe © Cornelius +; that theſe Mould nat Be 

baptized" the Eunuch oor" baptized with" water and ſo %o 2.10 

doudt all thoſe were of whoſe bapfiiniwe haveaccount. And as ve 
muſt believe that the apoſtles acted agreeabſe to the commiflion — 

and inſtructions they received' from Chriſt; ſo their practice is a 

moſt authentic precedent, whereby the nature aud true meaning 
"of chriftian baptiſm, which is to be adininifired'ts all nations, is 4 

illsftrated-and aſcertained.” And if has accordingly been con- 
ently practiſed in the church, eber fee thé apdRites? WEE. 
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"But let it ſaſkee to have hinted thus briefly' at the* proofs We 
have of the tlivine inſtitution of water baptiſm" "There axe other 5 
points which will need to bemore'particufarly diſcuſſed. Some, 
Who agree with; us in 1 that water baptiſm is a 
goſpel ordinance, yet hold “ that dipping is the only la wfuf and 
«© Valid way of adminiftring it 3 and that pouring or fprinklingg 
% of water 16h true baptfm n, 77CVVVC0VVCCGCTC Oe . 
This matter muſt therefore be eng vired into: for, though it max, 
ſeem of no great importance in itſelf, in Whict HAST e d — el 
nance is adminifired; (and indeed with us it is a matter of indif- 9 OM 1 


— 


— — 


* 


a 


on anno OED Ge 
7 * $8 ms — e * 
'» 0 * 0 
4 : * 3 e 
— — - wc Eo FS =o 
———x 3 GAS 2 2 IT 
= n _— _ 


. ference): yet the advocates' for dipping, generally lay'fo much AD *:M 
A ſtreſs upon this particular-mode, as makes a ſcandalous fſchiſm in 
TY the church; whereby the-edificafion of the hody of Chriſt in holi- 9 


g neſs, love, peace and comfort, is greatly obſtfuRed. 
n That dipping is a lawful mode of baptiſm we freely grant: And 
J. ve ſbould (arce think it worth while to Uiſpute the matter with ' 


— 4 - E 


ay, who ſhould be of opiniony that this is the moſt proper ad 17 
a » | ſignificant way; if they would not hold it to be abfofütely ne- . 
WP! cefſary;and fo place the eſſence of the ordinianice'in what we verily” "_ + 
= believe: to be but art indifferent circumſtance. We are ready to? | 
> | adminiſter the ordinance by immerſton occafionally, if it be ds. 
t, I} fired. But as we look upon * ourſelves, "as being at liberty in i 
. reſpett of the mode of baptiſm, we think it our duty to „ Stand l 
„ ce fat in this liberty ;“ and not be intangled with the yoke. of 8 
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Y But there ate ſome, 'who are not content to ny A the 
1 45 liberty in our churches that they can reaſonably deſire or them- 5 

de | ſelves: with them there is no true baptifm without dippthig# nor TY 
eee communion” with any but thoſe who have © 
OO po ee IE AS re IN n 
ee in the: world, except” of thofe who have. been dipped.” © 
* Eph. v. 26. + Adds x. 47, © Adds viii. 36, 38, 39. 
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« reguler Kalled or ſent of God to. e 
. goſpel 19725 A Hy. Al they. have en dipped 


255 preſu 2x be. Watte 
U they 10 , . 420 *. mac as in A e 


cot. abchurch. all the.chnrches 1 in the world, gene 715 
1 Fe mien them in the mode of baptizing;----+They deny 
miſſion 


Lord | 
> who 
the call 

mf their e invalidate: and 7 ullity Their ordi- 
nänces, and e 'thouſa 5 bebe ne deny 
to be eminent for and holineſs 


j and, in av make the 
cor of the vihble church ſo much na rower tha ng: has. made 


the gate of Heaven, th; Wang: re) 3 far e Paxt of tl 
hom Chrift receives. W „ 1:6 5 
OW?) however willing we are e tohave Chriſtan commu ion 4 
U who, in a. judgment of c — are 8 of Chriſt 


we cannot have it, unleſs we will diſcard the 
d breurn 3 deny the nliflions and call of thoſe,. whoſe 
niftry has been the e our own. converſion and edificati-/ 
on, deny. the. validity: of thoſe, ordin nces, which have ſo often 
been reaſts of nourihment and conſolation to us, and Fader 
on baptiſm, which we, are couſcientioully. perſuaded is both 
valid and regular; this we cannot conſent to. \nd if any make 
this aground of ſeparation from us let all who have imbibed the 
+ ſpirit of chriſtianity judge, whether it be our fault; and whether 


_ - and charitable ſpirit of the Goſpel, ox whether it does not rather 
| * too much — ——9 al I _ Bo, rt 


he, ue Hb are ot to' 


. We 
or valid ala and: — Lal in the world. mr og narrow. ; 4 
Prineiples Aud, as a farther preſumptive argument againſt the 
Ae neceſſity of dipping, let it be confidered; that as baptiſm is 

_ __ <njoined on all the diſciples-of Chriſt, theoutward rite is-doubt- 
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Of the Signification-of the in 
may be But there are m y wh⁰ r dipped v 
treme inconvenienee and danger. In ſome parts of 11 


ex- | 


| worl 

water cannot be obtained for the moſt nece ſary. uſes, 32 

great difficulty and expence. How then can the poor get ſuch large 

, ſupplies, as are neceſlary for an immerſion? In cold climates, and l 
> in the winter Teaſon, it wonld be dangerous to moſt, and, without | 
a miracle, fatal to many to beplunged under water. Can we fup- # 
„ poſe that Chriſt has required:it, as an indiſpenfib eduty, that thoſe | 
1 uld be dipped, who are ſo ſick and weak, that it would endan- 1 
43 ger their lives to waſn their. hands, or he expoſed. for a minute to 1 
7 the cold air? And yet there is no doubt but it may be the duty of Jl 
1 ſuch to receive baptiſm. Can we think it credible, that Chriſtis I 
9 eaſy yoke and light burden ſſiould, in the caſe of baptiſm, prove . 
much more grievous and ene in any inſtances, than even te ; ö 0 
: yoke of circumciſion. * $36 mo” '- 1 | | 
i | 2 Fheſe confiderations are. certainly of 40 Ra: A eight, that the J Et j 
rf neceflity of dipping oughit not 10 47 infi , unleſs there be . 
E. clear. and cogent reaſons for-it.;- The Inks nce of what is pleaded — 
X in favour of this mode, is re ble to theſs five heads: 24 i 
u 5 That the- proper meaning of the word , always im- | * Lt 
of ies dipping: | .. 1 
h % That the ſcriptural examples of baptiſm were adminiſtered i 
e. in this WN 1 x | 

2 That this mode of adminiſtration is plainly pointed out, ; 

r- | when the Apoſtle ſays, „We are buried with Chriſt in baptifm. = 

k That dipping only anſwers to and fitly erte ae 1 
r Ggnifiedin baptiſm: -- | _ 
3 « That the primitive church adminiſtered the- ordinance by 5 9 
"= dipping. 9” ” 1+! 1 
& On the contrary, we think, that the neceſſity of dipping can- 1 
y.. vot be argued from any of theſe topies; but that they will fur- | 
= | niſn us with a good warrant in favour-of the mode of aﬀfalan or f ' 
e ſprinkling. Let us examine the matter diſtinct . * . 
1,5, And our firſt enquiry is, what is the true and proper meaning of 
w- the word Baptize, and whether it always implies dipping? We + 
„ grant that the inſtitution of Chriſt requires whatever is eſſential 9 
1». | toa true Baptiſm; but more than this cannot be held neceſſary. ' 
a Now, we have no ſort of evidence, that the word Baptize always { 
8 implies dipping; but it plainly appears to de of a larger and more 1 
a2 70 eneral fignification.. It properly imports: a wetting, waſhing, 2: 
"23M — in any mode, either by dipping or ſprinkling, or bleed- 1 
0 or weeping, or otherwiſe. In proof of this we appeal. 1 
to In the firſt place, to thoſe who are acknowledged to have been | 1 7 
E beſt ſeilled in the Greek language. All the Lexicons and critics, q 
hy fo fat as I have found, agree, that the word-ſignifies to wet, or 
„ wah, as well as to dip. And if any who aſſert, that dippingis | 
ke | || conſtantly-implied, have pretended, that the learned maſters of T3 
8: ts RE, with them, it is « certaivly. A wee TR 
the 3 n WW FEISS | 
oh E S 


3 : 
R 


r tbe Word Baptize: © 3 , WW” 
"There has not one been foynd of any character or not See | tot 

| or intimating; but quite the contrary, they do with one conſent 

_ * explain the Word as I have fad. And they have ſhewn by cleat 
. "and manifold examples from Greek writers, that waſhing or wet- 
ting, in whatever mode, Whether ſprinkling or dipping,” is Bap- 


tiſm. ne Kr l b ee I : 
© BF it is ſaid by ſoeme, “ That the native, primary, and only 

| c proper meaning of the word Baptiſm, is di pping: That it ſig- 
4 iſies Waſhing only, conſequentially aud improperly : That it is 
ll c only ſueh waſhing as ſuppoſes,” and is effected by dipping, that 
1 cg isexpreſſed by this word: That the primary and proper ſenſe 
eis to be preferred to a. conſequential and improper one.“ To 
— -theſe ſeveral allegations Twould replyg ß not 
1 We have no certainty that dipping is the primary and native 
| -.____ Hignification of this word, or that waſhing or wetting is a conſe- 
Auential or ſeconde ſenſe; though it is true, that ſome learned. 
men have been ofthatopinion. © I mould think, that wettingbids | 
_ "faireſt to be the ErſEnatrve; and original import” of the word: For | 
this is the eſſential ice (if 1 may o ſpeak) which is always con- 


need with, and implied in every true and proper ha ptiſm. Hit | 
we have many undeniable inſtances, in writers ſacred and p- 


* 


fans, where the word Baptiſm is uſed to epreſs wetting, with- 
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Ang yet Dr 


„Gill has the confidence to aſſert, in the face of ind par 

the public, without any proof, that “ the word Baptize fignifies have no 

- « always to dip, or to wasn by dipping; and never to pour or in the i 

= Ow ſprinkle.”=--Anfiwver” to Clark, page 77, directly contrary-to to be u 

. the general and declared ſenſe of the moſt learned critics:--- Chriſt r 

nos abere fequireth' dipping, | (ſays Dr. Featly).butionly I Waſhin 
% haptizing ; which word, (as Heſychius, Stephanus; Scapula, | 

_ © and Budzus, the great maſters: of the Greek tongus, make 

_ © good by very many inſtances and allegations out of elaſlit 

« Sfiters) importeth seg ttm: ablution, or -wafſſing.” Says 

Ravanellus, Baptifm fgnifies immerſion, and alſo ſprinkling?! MW => 
And Leigh, in his CriticaSacm;days, Phat the word Baptizo g- Wt! 


| | zen. 
_ Nifies, © To ſprinkle or wat one's body: ſacramentally;2-<Dr. dip An 
Lightfoot, ſays e Phe word baptiſm does not always denote im- Latin*th. 
-— 6 merſfion, cem vs ing only, or even ſprinkling.” ties touth 
Maſtricht ſays, & It Genifies waſfhing, either by ſprinkling or dip- 
pg.“ And Knew not why the Latin Dictionaries are ngt 
. good authorities in the caſe, as the Greek Lexicons. Accor 
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not the primary, but Acne and, conſequential meaning, 
hat proof, probability, or preſumption can we gather from 
thence, that this is net the true ſenſe that Chriſt meant the words 
ould bear, in the inſtitution of, the ordinance of baptiſm ? A 
man muſt be very inattenti ve to the nature of language, Who 
needs to be informed, that the native and primary meaning of 
$ words, is not the only meaning in which they. may be commonlix 

and properly uſed: And that by euſtom, N Lepiheatt- 5 

on of numberleſs words is changed, enlarged, or reſtricted. It may 

ſeem needleſs to give examples for the illuſtration of ſo obyious a 
remark. A proclamation primarily fignifies: ſomething uttered, _ 
proclaimed, or-publiſhed, with a loud voice; yet, as the word is 
commonly uſed and underſtood, this mode of e 36 got RE... 
all implied or intimated. An infant primarily fignihes a child 
unable to ſpeak: But we underſtand by it any child under the 
age of diſcretion. And, to add another example, which may be 
1pood parallel with the word Baptize: To Bathe, in the prima- 

ry tenſe, may perhaps imply an immerſion; and yet it is com- 
'monly uſed" toexpreſs a Wetting, or waſhing. in other ways; ei- ATP 
ther by dipping, or pouring, or dropping on, or applying wet 
clothes, as is: moſt convenient. And, a man would be ridiculous 
| who mould contend, when ordered to bathe any part of his bo- 
dy, that dipping is abſolutely neceſſary, however inconvenient, Vs 
and dangerous; and that becauſe bathing primarily figniſies dip- 
| ping, as heſuppoſes. Whether a primary or a ſecondary ſenſe 
of any worth is to be preferred, as the true ſenſe intended, can on- 
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the primafy meaning of the word baptize, which is uncert-in,, it 
8 however àAgreed by all critics of note, that it fignifies waſhing 
or wetting in general, without reſtriction to any 1825 ular mode; 
and particularly. ſuch a waſhing as is not effected by dipping. We 

have not theiſlighteſt preſumption; from any. thing that appears 

in the in ſtitution of Chriſtian baptiſm, that the word is not there 
to be underſtood in the ſame indeterminate manner, or that 
Chriſt” meant to confine his diſeiples to any particular mode. 
Waſhing, in general, in any convenient mode, muſt therefore be 
preſumed to be the true intent of the inſtitution: For, as the 
words of the inſtitution fairly admit of this interpretation, and . 
ngthitng of any weight can be ohjected againſt it; and as it is not 
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theſ6;the word Baptizo ſignifies to waſhs to ſprinkle, as well as to 
dips &And'Ffuppoſe none will ſay thep word fignifies otherwiſe in 
Latin than in Greek. Tis eaſy, but needleſs. to multiply authori- 
ties tothe ſame pur paſe. However, we blame no one fot diſſent- 
1 of them, if he can ſupport himſelf in it with good rea- 
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8 5 
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for a man to ſetchis own naked, unproved aſſertion, in 
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ink of himſelf-—-and of his readers! 
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ly be determined by other confiderations. In ſhort, whatever be 


the judgment of the learned in general; what muſt 
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El —— hams eaten her: 
Ates, and even" imprattien le. ab dipping® muſt, ſometimes 

| „ fiuld be enjoined on alf; the ſenſe we have given is in this 
caſe 420 preferabl ſenſe, and has every advauitage to % eh 

4 SI nens V19v 84 N 
but, perhaps, it may be laid id That-ctitics are hot infallible, | 
« and it may, be ſufpected that cney are wrong, in ſa ying, that 
« waſhing'or wetting'in enerud, ty ever moge, isexpreſled. || 
RET, ail meant: y the word Bap tim 3 
[—  Lanfwer; in Ae 9 the true meaning of words, 
= the Waenen the learned; — not infallible, Nadoubrleld 
W Vety confiderable weight ; and eſpecially, when we find a ge · 
3 l confent among them” And that there certainly is upomthis 
| pour that waſhing or wetting, without · reſpect to the mode; is 

| ien , according to the uf ge of the word by Greek writers. 
But if any are yet unſatighed, | we muſtexamine the matter fu 
ther; whether it can certainly be made e yr that the wo "= 
5 bears the ſenſe which has beef fad: 
They who have been at the pains to examine the Greck claſ-. 
- fie, (Dr. Wall in particular) ha ve pre ved by clear and manifold 
8 examples, that thoſe ancient writers were wont to uſe the word 
Baptiſe to expreſs a waſhing or r peer where there was no 
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di pping: at all, but only a ſprinkling} But I think it will ons: - 

be 185 enquire, how the word was commonly wnderſtgod >by.. I # 
-- heathen writers. * It is the ſcriptural ſenſe alone that we are ay 2% 
& e the Apoti If this can be aſcertained-we need no morGee. 1 
files ones explamed baptiſm to mean no more nor | fas 
leſß than wth ing with water, and nevet once make uſeof-any dur 
Py . to exfirefoie by, or any phrſe or form of exprefſion;- that Wl 7 
0 fighifies or implies : ipping. They certainly knew the true in- Or 
tendment ofthe word in the kalten If we can find how they qui 
underſtood. the matter; we may be ſure that we have found the 7th 
true a «Prefer ble fenſe;let men call it a conſequential: impraper nen 
©,  ſenſ&,or What they pleaſe. Paul ves us the Stripturaliſenſe of the con 


word Baptiſm; when he fays, Eph, v/2. That “ Chriſt ſandtifies i in p 
5 his. [chuxeh ith the waſhing of water by the word.“ That bap- No 
3 ot by the waſhitig with water I ſuppoſe! will not 
„ deed. A d. thefe words 'ſhew that a waſhing with Water is a 
Faß 9 ana From whence we may fairly conclude, that it is the 

ing with water, and not any particular mode, that is intended 
3 by Chriſt in the inſtitutjon of .baptiſa. | We have the very ſame . 

_ deſcription of baptiſm in Heb. x. 22, 23. „Having vur hearts 
- & ſprinkled from an evil cotiſcience, and our bodies waſtied; with 
"%, 40165 Water, let us hold faſt the profeſſion of our faith,“ dc. 

ud many fopp fe that baptiſm is meant by the %u hing of 
8 27 14 arg Tit. ni. 35. And once more, 245 out ward ap · 
tilchal waſhing is  defcribed/ts A putting away the filth of t;:2 
r ng 21. Id all * 2 1 is . 
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ther here is notthe leaſt hint.of dipping, as any way implied in 

_ baptiſm; but the whole account we have of the matter, all 8 55 
an learn of the nature of this ſacred rite is, that it b 
, Yn TS 1 
No, it dipping had been the only and neceſſary mode, is it an, 

_ ways..credible that the apoſtles ſhould always delcribe it as * 

© mere waſhing, and never once uſe any word or phraſe concern- [ 

ing it from which we can infer immerſion, It is Certainly a fault 

4 in, writing, needleſsly to vſe words. of an inderminate meaning, 

3 pinch tend to lead the reader into a wrong «pprebenfian of 
tms fubject. And can we think that the inſpiied apoſtles were ſo 

la and. inaccurate in their accounts of baptiſm, as conſtantly too 
leave out the very eſſence of the ordinance, and not point out | 

- _ that mode of adminiſtration, without which the waſting is a mere 

BF aouwllty., The.langpage they wrote in affords a variety of words 

- ©. Spnifying immerhon, ſome of which they make uſe of on other 
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co cfaſions, hut never once to expreſs the rite of baptiſm. 
3 But it has been ſaid by ſome that the word Louo,/to waſh, pro- 
f-' Y pecly.implies dipping, and net ſprinkling or-aftufion,, But this 
10 daa never be made te appear, and we have plain evidence tothe 
= coptrary. The waſhing of .Polyorates? face with the-rain is ex | 
a... prefled. by this word *. So i8the-waſhing the apoſtles ſtripes by © 
” |S the jailors which cannot be thought to have been done by dip-ʒ-ʒ⸗ʒ⁊ræW 
| ping them under water, but by the affuſion of ſome proper Bath. #1 
re | 2 he ſame word is- uſed to expreſs Chriſt's waſhing us from our 5 
„ ins in his on blood. But the application of Chriſt's blood for 1 
or' . our purißcation is always ex preſſed by. a. ſprinklin g of it, never 
RP. by ous being dipped init. In the 5 1ſt Plalm, according tothe +» = 
= Greek verſion----theſe- words in v. 2. Waſh me from mine in:: 
quity and dleanfe me from my if; are thus explained in the 
Ith v. Sprinkle me with hyffop and I hall be clean, All which 
ſhews that ſprinkling or affufon is a Waſhing Nor can We 
conclude ſrom the apoRle's ſpeaking of having our bodies waſhed 
in pure: water; that a dipping the whole body is neceflary, or even 
A S in any mode. When Mary poured ' 
à box of eintment on Jeſus? head he calls it an anoiating of his 
body. Nor Babptag, required in order to the putting away the ; 
filth of the fleſn. x Pet. iii. 21. The purification of tue fleh, in 
—: T—T—T—T— , ̃MPc8e p., ,.... 
Hut to proceed, The word haptize is uſed in ſcriptare „„ 
pres ſuch waſhings as did not require, and were not effetied bj; 
Aipping. In Luk. Xi. 38. we lead, that a Phariſee who had invHtẽ,j,f “ 
Jetas tine with him, marvelled that he had not firſt Waſhed. _- 
The Greek word is Baptized. Here obſerve, that Jeſus omitted 
to wah before dinner according to the Jewiſh cuſtom, which was 
the/zeaſon why the Fhariſee Nenderec ; and that this Walling = 
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14 : The ſcriplural ſenſe of the Word 
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was properly called Baptifra. But bow were the dene vont 
ord:;narily to waſh before their meals? Di&they dip themſelyes | 
under water? If not, here is a plain proof; * and example of a 
wathing that is called | 


waſhing that is called a baptiſm, without ſuch a dipping. Now F- | 
1 1 we ſhall ſee What that waſhingwas tl alt 
was Cuſtomary among the Jews before eating. "When the Pha. 
« riſess and ſome. of the Scribes faw ſome of his diſciples eat 
* bread with defiled, that is to ſay,” with unwathen hands, they 
« found fault. For the Phariſees and All the Jews except they 
« waſh their hands oft eat not. And when they come from the 
© market, except they waſh (the Greek is, except they are bap. 
e tired) they eat not.” This ſhews, that in the language of the 
new teſtament a perſon is ſaid to be haptized,' when a ſmall part 18 
of his body is waſhed. It is further to be obſerved, that the wwrd BB 
- Baptize is Here explained by another Greek word (nipto) which = 
_ fignifies no more than waſhing in general, and which does not 
imply dipping, as all acknowledge; and in this place ſignifies: - | 
no more than the waſhing of the hands. And though the hands 
may be wafhed by dipping them, yet as this may as well be done 
by pouring water on them, ſo the Jews were wont to waſh their 
WW. i  handsinthis manner, as Dr. Pocock has proved from Jewiſh _ 
writers: which is alfo confirmed by what we read, 2 Kings 11i. 
11: % That Eliſha poured water on the hands of Elijah,” as ſer- 
vants were wont to do, when their maſters waſhed their hands. 
We ſee then that the cuſtomary waſhing among the Jews, which 
is here expreſsly called a 1 el implied no more than pouring 
water on a ſmall part of the body : And therefore that the word 
does not neceffarily import a dipping of the whole-body, or even 
of any part. . e 1 8 1 e Cs % 7 2 e 3 22 
Again, in Heb. ix. ro. the apoſtle ſpeaks of the Jewiſh ritualas | 
Ranging in Divers Waſhings ; the Greek is, different Baptiſms, _ 10 
| And it appears that puriſications by ſprinkling. are éſpecially in- 3 
* A4ended, For he adds, with a plain reference to, and as an illuſ- * 
tration of what he had juſt ſaid: “ If the blood of bulls and goats, 06:4 
„ ande the aſhes of an heifer, Sprinkling the unclean ſanRifeth WM 
„ to the; purifying of the fleſh, how much more ſhall the blood by” 
«of Chriſt,” K. which ſhews'that theſe purifications by ſprink- 4 5 
lung are inſtances of thoſe waſhings or baptiſms he had mentioned, FI 
0 of the chief inſtaunces: otherwiſe it would not - WW $80 
have been pertinent to his purpoſe to have noticed them on this . | 
occaſion. A plain proof that Tprinkling is a true baptiſm, © 
Further, The apoſtle ſays” of-the Iſraelites who came out of 88 
Egypt chat“ they were baptized unto Moſes in the cloud and in | O * 
theiſea,”? 1 Cox. x. 2. How were they baptized? Certainly they. | | 
were: not'dipped For they went on dry ground, through the ſea, 
which food as a wall on each band. It was the Egyptians only | ther 
| that were haptized by immerſion. According tothe account 5 598. 
Moſes gives, the Iſraelites Could no otherwiſe be baptized in the . 
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cloud and ſea, than by being Re 8 with rain from the one, 
Aud a ſpray from the other, as they aſſed along : to which Pal. 
"Ixviii. 7, 8;'9, is thouglit to refer. Here is then another mſtance 
of baptilm by ſprinkling; which was a token of the ſeparation 
zor ſanRification of the people to God. This giyes a natural and 
"eaſy account of the matter. But how unnatural andflrainetis our 
opponent's way of explaining it:“ That the people having the ſea 
e gn each hand, and the cloud over their heads, ſeemed'to be as 
de it were dipped, or encloſed in water.” On which I would ob- 
ſerve, that the apoſtle ſays not that they ſeemed to be as it were 
baptized, but in plain terms that they were Baptized.” But what- | 
ever reſemblances of dipping people may imagine, immerfion _ . 
without wetting is certainly no real Baptiſm. For 'whetler the 
mode of-waſhing be eſſential or not, yet the waſhing or wetting 
itſelf is indeed Efeu to a true and proper baptiſm. When the 
Word ever ſignifies immerſion, yet it is fuch an immerfion as in- 
dcludes and neceſſarily infers waſhing or wetting being in order to, 
| or for the ſake of tinging, or ablution, as is commonly obſerved hy 
6 the critics. If people may be baptized by having the water 
round them, though they are not wet by it at all, the dry bold of 
a ſhip upon the water would ſerve as well as Jordan: And by 
going down into it; we ſhall be dipped in the fea in like manner 
as the Iſraelites were -- What is further ſaid of the repreſentation 
of a burial and reſurre&ion in their going down into, and coming 
up out of the, ſea, is quite impertinent. The apoſtle ſays nothing 
of their being buried in the ſea. It was their enemies only that 
were buried; and ſunk as lead in the mighty waters.---In-thort-: - 
The fathers were baptized in the cloud and ſea---A true banti%a 
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a gheceſſatily implies wetting. They were not wet by immerfion--- 

= ___ Frey could not therefore he baptzo ed by immerſion--- whatever 

J _ willing they received could be only by ſprinkling It was there- 

& fore in this mode undoubtedly that they were haptized.” Which 
3, is another proof that ſprinkling is a mode of baptiſm, +» 
Le” Let us now conſider the words of Chriſt: Luk. xii. 50. „1 
— 33 have a baptiſm to be baptized with, and how am Iſtraitned till 
_ it be accompliſhed”? Chriſt here calls his fufferings a baptiſm. 
KR But it ſeems to me that commentators have mifled the true 
d ; -  Merpretations. of theſe words. They ſuppoſe the baptiſm here 14 
K- Apoken of is to be taken in a metaphorical, and not a literal | 
d. Fesſe. Hence ſome have argued/in favour of the. mode of dipping; | 
ot 8 moſt fitly expreſſive of the ſufferings of Chriſt, Who was i] 
1s .. - plunged and ſunk in anguiſh and diſtreſs. Others argue as well 1 
- "0 And Rei in favour of the mode of affuſion, as expreſſive of te 
of | pouring out the curſe of God, and the vials of his wrath due to ⁴ 
in Hur fins upon Chriſt the atoning ſacrifice. Thus people explain 
_ the ſuppoſed metaphor, according to their different views. But, 
Cay Wap (nn, ric ppaio literal ſenſe is more apt and natural, thanei- _ 4} 
oy ther of tueſe 1 r fetched interpretations.” The ſacred body of [ q 
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Aud bathed in his on tears, and fweat,and blood, in his agony in 
tze garden, and when he was ſcourged, and nailed to the croſs. 
7 He was baptized and ſanCtiked by, To blood of the covenant,Heb. 
| X. 29, thatis,. by his own blood; even as the Jewiſh high prief 8 
were baptized, ſanQified, and conſecrated with water and the 
blood of beaſts, as types of Chriſt. And accordingly it was a com- 
mon expreſſion of the antient fathers, concerning the martyrs, 
who had $ied their blood in bearing ;witaeſs to the Chriſtian faith, 
that they were baptized with their. own, blood. -: Here is then, I 
think, another very good proof, that dipping is no ways eſſential 
| ( to baptiſm. For, Chriſt was not dipped, and his martyrs are not 
4  dippedin their bloody baptiſm; but he was wet, and tinged, and 
| . - bathedin his ſweat, and blood iſſuing from his pores and veins... 
3 a Let us now make ſome remarks on the baptiſm with the Holy 
W | ©* Ghoſt, which is often ſpoken. of. This is indeed a figurative 
| _haptiſm;by which the ſubſeRts of it were ſanQified, confecrate( © 
W |. -andſeparated to God, in a higher and more eminent ſenſe, thay 
thoſe were who had only been conſecrated by water baptiſm. 
Bat how is this ſpiritual baptiſm explained? There are ſeveral 
WH | Gexpreffions which are plainly. of the ſame import ſuch as the 
pouring ont of the ſpirit” upon the ſubjeR; When the Apoſtles 
were baptized with the Holy Ghoſt, according to Chriſt's promiſe, 
Ads i. 5. Peter obſerves, that tliis was the ſulfilment of the prophecy 
ok Joel, It ſhall come to paſs in the laſt days, ſaith God, Iwill pour 
| out of my \pirit. Acts ii. 17. and again ver. 33: © That Chriſt being 
by the right hand of GoJ exalted, and having received of the 
= . „ Father the promiſe of the Holy Ghoſt, he hath ſhed or poured 
forth thoſe things which ye now ſee and hear“. Here we ſee 
that popring upon,“ and baptizing axe ſynonimovs expreſſions. 
5 The one explains the other. Now if the pouring out of the ſpirit 
he the baptiſm of the ſpirit, the pouring of water muſt alſo be a 
pbaptiſa of water. It is to be well obſerved, that as the Holy 
Spirit is in ſcripture often Fgenified by water, as a. fit emblem of 
bis ſanFifying and comforting infaences ; ſo the conferring of the 
}  -Apirit upon us, which is undoubtedly the true intendment of the | 
5 \ baptiſm of the Holy Ghoſt, is not repreſented hy the ſimilitude of 
 f. dipping into water, but as a pouring or ſprinklingof water upon 
vos. Aa, Kliv. 3. I will pour waters on the. thirſty, and foods 
e on the dry ground; I will pour my Spirit on thy ſeed, and my 
25 | = bleſting on thine offspring.” See allo, Ezek. xxxvi. 5 | 8 | 
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ly ois entirely overthrows that ſtrange conceit advanced by 
1 Dr Sin, That the baptiſm of the Apoſtles With the Holy Shoſt 

means their being dipped into the Holy Ghoſt, which filled the 
| houſe where they were met. But Peter ſays, It was by a poufin 1 
bout, or ſhedding forth of the Spirit upon them, that they were bload 
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te will fprinkle clean water on you, and ye ſhall be Clean. A new 


« heart will I give you,” &c. All which I think proves plainly, 
that ſprinkling is jn ſcripture conſidered as a mode of baptiſm.--- 
Twilladd one remark more. The baptiſm with the Holy Ghoſt 


is termed, an unction or anointing, 1 John ii. 20, 27. Thetholy 


oil, with which perſons were anointed in their conſecration, was 
afign or emblem of the Holy Spirit given to them, to fit them for 


the offices to which they were called. The ſame is alſo fignifed 
by Chriſtian baptiſm, Now, it is by pouring on of oil that per- 


{ons are anointed ; and it is by pouring out of the Spixit upon us, 
that our anointing or haptiſm with the Holy Ghoſt is expreſſed. 


As therefore baptiſm anfwers in fignification” to anointing, we 
may well conclude, that it may properly be adminiſtred in the | 
ſame way, that is by affuſion. Can we doubt whether affufion be a 


true baptiſm, when we fnd that in ſcripture, Baptizing, Pouring 
Sprinkling,and Anointing, are parallel, and fignify the ſame thing? 
The word baptie occurs but once that I remember in the 


Greek. verfion of the old teſtament, 2 Kings v. ba. Our laſt En- 
el 


| FF the place, He dipped himſelf in Jordan. 


ut there is nothing in tht account that determines in what man- 
ner this waſhing. was performed. In the older Engliſh bibles 


the place is rendred . He waſhed himſelf in Jordan,” which divers 


learned men have preferred, and- which was what the Prophet di- 


rected to ver. 10. without preſcribing the mode. But it is wor- 
thy of particular remark, that the word Bapto whence baptize 
is derived, and which is of like ſignification, this word is uſed by 
the Greek tranſlators to expreſs the wetting of Nebuchadnes- 
zar's body with the dew of heaven ;. which could not mean a 
dipping, but a ſprinkling---Indeed wetting ſeems to be the ge- 


nuine ignification which this word conſtantly bears throughout 


the old and new teſtament. . 


- + X . 


One remark more I will add. In all the different tranſlations 


of the new teſtament that I have ſeen, I have not found, that the 


word Baptizo in the original is ever rendered by a word figni- 


fying or implying immerfion. But,they either retain the origi- 
nal word, or render it waſhing or ablition : which we cannot 


think they would have done, if the authors had not been fatis- 
fed that this is the true ſcriptural ſenſe, however the word is uſed 


in heathen writers. 


And we find accordingly, that the ancient fathers did often vſe ; 


the. word Baptiſm to. expreſs a wetting when there'was no dip- 


ping. They ſpeak of the baptiſm of Clinicks and others, as ad- 
migiſtered- by ſprinkling, and allow it to be a valid baptiſm.--- 


The Latins too did commonly term a baptized perſon Tinktus, 
wet or tinged, a word wh:ch no more implies dipping than affu- 


fron... Tney ſpeak. of the martyrs as baptized with their .] = 
blood which could not mean immerſion, as has been noted. 
And- finally, they ſpeak of penitents as baptized with the bap- 


* unn Lg 5 : * 
WY 3 
2 N , we 
+ 5 \ 1 ; » x *. " *% J 4 — 
” N. a wh 


ruriber confirmed. 157 


. . — 4 * * FIPS 
N — . —— 2 OE — 
- - D — wy OT 
* . 1 TP Þ - . — — 5 
— Dt - — Ie, — 2 wy 7 TE, My 4 
. G — N — 228 > A Beat 8 
1 ow” — , conan * - 
—_—— 75 BL 2 : — RIS 
af 4 ” 1 3 Fe = 
— 


Fn b . * 2 * 
7 2 ne 
8 W 
TR ASS 2 * Br 6H 3 3 
os Fa 2 


9 ard 


e * 

* — 

——— "oat 
. * bod 


3 


Wl ISS 
” * 5 


W >" 
— —— — —— 
r 
J 2 ——ͤ— —— * * 


i 
4} 7 


— — — 


„ 


T 


— 
— 
* 2 


e 
R 


— 


— — 
— 
—_= 


l FUL | 
— *＋ — = : 2 
OED IN — — — <a. : 9 - * 8 ETD 
25 a * 2 =: 26-44. — : — 
p — 2 — * A Por: — — — — noni — = e 8 — p 
| . * - i Zh p 
a * — 2 — 4 7 — — : a : = 
* ” 2 * — * — E — — — 
: T 5 : Wer. X az — ——— 0 
8 
h 1 71 — ” *% ® « —_— - : 
» * .F a * 1 2 . 2 * 2 P 6&7 ” "ts 1 4 
* ns ; . . 5.4 7 4 - : * 5 : : - 
© bo 6 ” l * x: > 2 1 "is ; * . 5 6 1 1 5 "I : * 
- . 12 9 WA. 4 G F: 2 — , + : — AF ? F : 


— - 
5 _ 
* 
— — 
— —— 


— 


— — 


N = * 
— IN © 
— — 


3 —— 


5 
\ * * 


In 
4 


* 


-— 


> > 

= 3 1 w 
S * 

- Mee $ "Pe 


— — — memes. 
3 7 4 


* * 


ihe. 


* > 
= 
* 
> 


tiſm of tears, which certainly could not intend their hong dipped | 
in them, but only wet with weeping---Theſe things are aſuffici- 
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ent proof that theſe ancient writers underſtood the word in that 


by 


Conteſtibl 
Writers. WY. 
To find and 


large and 
ſenſe An 


eneral ſenſe, which I have ſhewn is the ſcriptural 
upen the whole, to imagine that dipping only is 
| baptiſm, is a groundleſs and miſtaken notion. And is confuted- 
by the greateſt and moſt unexceptionable authorities and by in- 
e inſtances from the ſcriptures and the ancient chriſtian 


N aſcertain the fignification of the word, will, I think, 
determine the diſpute concerning the mode of Baptiſm.” For 
Which reaſon, I have examined the matter the more carefully, 

And the concluſion in which this enquiry has iſſued, will not be 

| 2 all weakened, but rather much confirmed by the account we 

* adminiſtration of this ordinance. 


ave in the ſcriptures of the 


And this leads us to confider, 


-_. «Secondly, Whether the nece | | | 
from thefe ſcriptural precedents. Some ſuppoſe, that “ John 
« Baptiſt and the apoſtles baptized by immerſion only: And 
© that we are bound herein ſtrictly to follow their example.” 
On the contrary, we can find no certainty. that immerfion was 
ever practiſed in the apoſtolic age. It is morally certain that this 


ſity. of dipping can be a 


's ved 


. 


was not the conſtant mode of adminiſtration. And whether it 


mode is ei 


Ho” ther neceffar 
VC 
As I am 


far from calling in 


he | "i jueſtion the lawfulneſs of bap- 
- tizing by immerſion, I would not be underftoo&1in afferting, or 
undertaking to prove, that the apoſtles did not baptize in this 


Was practiſed or not, there is no reaſou for infiſting that this 
y or moſt expedient---to be conftantly 


manner, in ſome inſtances. But this may truly be ſaid, that it 


- 


Mark. i. 0% 10. „ That the Jews.-were alſo baptized of 8 
Jordan.“ Mat. iii, 6. That John baptized in Enon, b 


_.- does not certaigly appear whether they did or not. That bap- 
tiſm was in any one inftance adminiſtred by dipping, the ſcrip- 
ture faith not; nor can it certainly be gathered from the ac- 
counts we have given us. And if ſome. circumſtances that are 
related may ſeem to favour the probability that immerſion mizht 
ſometimes. be prafiſed, they are perhaps at deaſt fully balanced 
by probable arguments to'the contrary. Phe matter is indeed 
tk fo.verylttle importance, that it would not be worth while to 
" ſpend time in examining the inftances alledged, did not ſome lay 
preat fireſs upon them. ?Tis true, we reat 


aptized by John in Jordan; and then came up out of the water. 
. hn in 


cauſe 


that Jeſus was 


there was much water.” John iii, 23. That the Eunuch went 


« down into the water with Phillip, and when he was baptized 

ee they came up out of the water.” Ads viii. 38, 39. But whe- 

___ ther,any of theſe were d'pped is uncertain. - It is not-even cer-- 
tain whether any of theſe inflagces went int 


_ 


9 


* 


o and were baptize 


. 1 
. 45 


d, 
in 


* 3 


in the water; 72 5 the texts are ſo rendered in our 

ible. . But the Greek, which is the authentic ſtandard wi 2 

t admit. of this {eale, s critics have often obſerved, vir. That 

i" I faen ono GONv t up from the war 

s ter“. But waving this remark, fu | | 

4 Water, and were there baptized ; it does not follow. that they 

1 were plunged. It is e Pg or improbable if they ſtep 1 

Fe dene a They might be baptized by aft on - 1,00 

hough there was much water, or many. waters, (as the phraſe 

c, properly fignifies) at Enon, where John was baptizing. * | 

94 no proof that he dipped, or made uſe of much water in baptiſm 

V. or that there was even a convenient depth of water for ſuch 

#1 rpole. Travellers have reported that there are only ſprings an 

e {mall rivulets to be found in this place. As multitudes reſort 

Y to John, a place that -was well ſupplied wit 

: and refreſhment would be moſt convenien 

ed them were dipped, as I find no certainty that they were. An 

vi # any ſhould think that the adminiſtration of baptiſm at rivers, 

ad and in places where there was plenty of water, is a circumſtance 

55 that fayoursimmerkon,. though it is needleſs to conteſt t 

VE vet we might-eakly mention ſeveral things as probah ih 

120 ments that immer ſion was not prattiſed in theſe inſtances. It 

- it ſeems unlikely that mixed multitudes of both ſexes ſhould be 

315 dipped naked. And it was Contrary to the.Jewiſh cuſtom to 

tiy bathe with any of their clothes on; in which reſpeR they were ſo 
ſtrict, that they held a perſon to be unclean, if but the top of one 

ap- of his fingers were covered, w en he bathed himſelf for his clean · 

5 fing Or if immer ſion were. received with the clothes on, this 

his would require a ſhifting of apparel, which we ha ve ho hint of. Nor 

tit can we eaſily conceive how werner, who came from home with- 

ap- out any deſign of being baptized, as was the caſe with ſome, 


1 


* 


med, | circumſtance, as it is immaterial, ſo it is left un- 
E : in x termined, | . | | | | i | i 
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e. Or how John ſhoyld be able, without a miracle, to beat 
ardſhip of Randing in the water u p to his waiſt a great part 
ol his time, to dip the multitudes that came to him, Theſe c r+ 
cumſtances . muſt ſurely weaken, if not overballance, all proba: 


+ 


Non, in theſe inRarices,” 


- bilitiegor_preſumptions that cau be pleaded in favout of immer- 


But be thig as it en may be morally certain, that immer- 
tantly praRiſed by the apoſtles in the admi. 


nmiſtration of baptiſm, We have accounts of ſeveral inſtances, 


incredible. Particularly the 3000 baptized on the day.of Pen- | 
tecoſt. For it was at leaft nine o*clock when Peter began his ſer- 


Jo circumſtanced, that the ſuppoſition of their being dipped is mol 


mon. After this he had a long conference; and with many words 


Counſelled, teſtified, and exhorted them.” Then the apoſtles had 


N ples, Who 58 not to have been authorized to adminiſter the 


affufon. Nor is it probable that Paul was baptized by immer- 
fon: For, upon Ananias coming in to him, putting his hands 
upon him, Kc. we read, that ke immediately received his fight, 


ce Can any man forbid water, that theſe ſhould not be baptized.” 
Phe natural ſenſe is, Can any forbid water to be brought or pro- 
vided to baptize theſe: not, whether any could forbid their go- 
ing to the water. And, in the account of their haptiſm, there is 


„ 


ion of faith, upon Chriſt's teſtimony concerning him, that he was 


| Hevers are of the kingdom of heaven, are holy, are intereſted 


. Tudden find conveniences for dipping ſo many, in the midſt of a 
city, among zealous oppoſers; or that ſo many ſtrangers fſhiogld 
either be baptized naked, or have change of raiment. ' We cannot 


to receive a confeſſion of faith from each of them diſtinctiy; and 


then baptize them ſeverally: Which, though done in the quick ._ 
_eft manner, would require the whole remainder of the day. But * 
in the ſſower way of immerſion, we cannot conceive how it couid 
be done by the apoſtles without a miracle. Nor may we ſuppoſe 


that the apoſtles were aſſiſted in this work by the ſeventy iſci- 


ordinances. Befides, how incredible is it, that they ſfiould on a 


rationall y think, that they could be baptized otherwiſe than by 


aroſe and was baptized ; that is, in the houſe where he was: 
there being no hint of his going out to any water, weak as he was 
with long faſting and agitation of mind &. It is not prohable that 
thoſe were dipped who-were-baptized at the houſe of Cornelius, 
Acts x. 47. Peter ſeeing them filled with the Holy Ghoſt, ſaid, 


no hint of their going from the houſe. It is highly improbable, 

that the jailor and his Rouſe were baptized by immerſion; for, 

this was done in the night, and in the priſon, where there was no 
ad 0 5 IE SSSR © | i. 5 | $ a 2 12 i» 9 * * H 42 4 97 : i, river 
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Acts ix. 17, 18. Note, Paul was baptized without.azprofe(s. 


a choſen veſſel. The teſtimony of Chriſt, that the infants of be- 
in 


_ the promiſe, is as good a warrant for baptizing them without a 
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1 with his whole family, and his priſoners, whom he was charged - 
T to keep at his peril, ſhould at ſuch an hour, grope away in the 85 
mY dark, or 0 with. a lanthorn or torch to a river or pool, no ore | 
1 knows where, and that througha city, juft waked up with a great | 
7 earthquake, and the ſtfeets, it is probable, filled with the frighted - 9 
* citizens! They might all well expect to be taken up and puniſſl- 1 
of ed for helping the priſoners to make their eſcape. Nor is it credi- 9 
3 ble that the apoſtles would have done fuch a thing; who would 3 
7 not leave the priſon till the magiſtrates took them out. Tie ad- I 
3 miniiſtration of baptiſm would, doubtleſs, have been deferred, 1 
— it could not then have been attended without all this difficulty — 1 
89 and danger. Beſides, there is no account of their going out to the. a 1 
ff water, or leaving the priſon. The houſe of the jailor, into which * h 
_ be brought the apoſtles, ſeems to have been a ſeparate apartment N 
I of the building, where the keeper dwelt, that he might conveni- , | 
way * ently attend his Charge. And we may here make this general 11 
td remark ; that among all the inſtances of baptiſm mentioned in 0 i 
ul the New Teſtament, it is never ſaid or intimated, that they went _ 
0 from the place where they happened to be, to any river or ſtream, _ 44 0 
5 * hat they might be baptized in or at it. But all who are ſaid to _ 
ww aye been baptized in any ſtream were by it, when they firſt of- We 
—_ f Ot TT Pg agg 3 i 
> 5 Upon the whole, we have much more evidence that dipping Al 
ee vas not. Conſtantly practiſed by the apoſtles, in the adminiſtration "wt 
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kirer or pool to be imagined, Can it be thought, that the Jailo#, 


— * 
% 


#74 f baptiſm, than we have that it was practiſed by them at all. But, 0 
a Db Wfafter all, it ſhoutd ſeem to any, that this was the mode ih Nick 5 — 
3 he apoſtles commonly adminiflered the ordinance, it would be 3 5 
ane” Wo proof that they diſapproved the mode of ſprinkling ; any more © Mo 
icht, han the common practice of fprinkling among us is an argument h 
058 hat we diſallow of dipping. - The apoſtles might have good rea- = 
eg + Das, in compfiance with the cuſtoms or inclinations of the fir {1 | 
Fe onverts, to adminifter baptiſm in ſuch a mode as is neither ne“ 1 
_ eſſary nor moſt expedient for us. But whether they did or not, 14 
4K de mode is a Circumflance in which we are left at liberty. For, At 
5 8 is not any particular Manner of baptizing that is en joined up- 5 
"PF | u us, but it is Baptiſpſitſelf, in whatever way we find moſt con- Wy 
IT $0" eaient. And that [prinklſhg is a true and. proper baptiſm, in 1 
0 be Fora ene ofthe word, has been ſhewn before. Again, bi 
wm wa Thirdly, The neceſſity of immerſion is argued from the apoſ- Fe 
EEE 


ich words have been ſuppoſed to refer to this mode of bury- _ 44.3 - 
bg the ſubject in Water. But it does not appear that any ſack Te - + © ml 
ereuse ar allufon is here intended. The apoſtle is here ne. 
that é“ Chriſtians may not live any longer in fin, inaſmuch 
they are dead to it.” To prove and illuſtfate this, he reminds 
. baptized into Chriſt.” By baptiſm, we are not 

ly dedicated to Clirilt, and brought inte a ſpecial relation ta 
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Prijh 1H Baptiſm. . 
bim as his diſciples; but, our haptiſm is the out ward fign of our in- 
grafting into Chriſt, and ſo of out ſpirit ual union to him, and com- 
munion with him, in the benefits obtained. for the members of 


huis body, by his crucifixion, death, burial and reſurreQtion ; and 


allo of our obligation to a {piritual conformity to his crucifixion, 
death, burial and reſurrection, as is noted and illuſtrated in what 
follows. 


cCeibxion, and death. . The old man. with his deeds, muſt be put 
off, utterly sejected and buried. We muſt, in reſpect of our for- 


MWMe, in our haptifm profeſs and are obliged to have done with 
tttzheſe things; to endeaypur, that the body of ſin may be quite 
maortißed and deſtreyeg. Hut this work of mortification, in 
Which © we are made Conformable to Chriſt's death,” is in or ber 
to a ſpixitual reſurreſtion; in conformity to the example, and by 
the quickening virtue of Chriſt's reſurretion: “ That like as 
„ Chriſt was raiſed from the dead by the glory of the Father, ſo 
we alſo ſhould walk in newneſs of. life.“ So that according to 
dhe apoſtle, haptiſm imports our union and conformity to Chril 
in his crucifixion, death and reſurrection, as well as in his burial, 
And why baptiſm ſhoyld be ſuppoſed to bear an outward reſem- 
__ +... blanceoof his burial, rather than of his crucifixion and death, or 
Aux any ſhould fancy an allufon to the mode of immerſion, Ican 
V f ̃᷑̃⁵²p ĩͤ v ĩͤ v Tarn on 
I might further obſerve, that dipping a perſon in water does 
not reſemble the burial of, Chriſt, who was not laid in a common 
5 1 hut in a tomb he wn but of the fide of a rock, into which 


the entered by a door. Nor does it reſemble a common burta!, 
Whieh is not ſo properly the letting down the body into the grave 
5 as the caſting in the earth upon it; of which the ſprinkling of 
5 e of water on 2 perſon is no unkt repreſentation ; but 
Ajipping bears no reſembſance to it. It has alfo been noted, tha 
it was anciently a common practice at funerals to pour ointment 
on the dead body, of which the pouring of water in baptiſm 154 


- good reſemblance ;. but there is nothing like it in dipping. Hoy 
- ever, 1 lay but little ſtreſs upon theſe things. The truth is, ba 


tifm does not appear to have been defigned for a-repreſentatio! 


© of Chrils burial and reſurreQion. It is the application. of tt 
1 benefits of redemption to Chriſtians, that is mainly fignifed 1 
this ſacrament. And it is not an outward, but a ſpiritual coll 
'formity to Chriſt's death and burial that is intended by our bein 


Bi more apt 


pPauried with him in baptiſm,” 
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IE } Being thus. © baptized into Chriſt, we are haptized in- 
-- to his death:” We not only participate of the benefits *obtain- |; 
ed by his death, but are bound to a ſpiritual conformity to him in 
_ his crucifixion and death; by the crucifixion and death of our 
old man, with its affections and luſts.“ Therefore we are buri- | 
reed with him by baptiſm into death.” "Baptiſm ſignifies our u- 
nion and communion: with Chriſt; and our profeſſion and obliga- 
tion to a conformity to him, “ in his burial,” as well as his cru | 


mer luſts aid con verſation, he as if we were dead and buried.“ 
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Bout, admitting. that the mode of immerfion may here be al- 

lyded to, nothing more could be fairly argued from it, than that | 
immerſion is a lawful way of baptizing, and was not unknown and 
Juppractiſed in the apoſtolic age. But, does this prove any thing | 
K-eainft the lawſulneſs of ſprinkling ? Does an allufion to the one 


ode imply a diſapprobation of the other? If probable alfufions 


re ſufficient evidence in the caſe, this argument may be 1mprov- 
ed in favour of ſprinkling with equal advantage. See Heb: x. 22, 
z.“ Having our hearts ſprinkled,” that is, baptized or purified | 
Hh Wpiritoally, „ from an evil conſcience, Aud our. bodies waſhed 


© with pure water,“ that is, baptized externally, let us hold 


bf the profeſſion of our faith,” ſealed in our baptiſm. Matth. 
* 1.11, I baptize,you with water,” or pour water upon you, 
. but ſe ſhall baptize you with the Holy Ghoſt,“ or pour the 


„it vpor you. Tit, if. 5.“ According to his mercy he ſaved | 
oo iis, by the waſhing of regeneration, and renewing of the Holy | 
Ghoſt, Which he ſhed or poured upon us.“ By the waſhing of 
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ute Wezeneration, many underſtand baptiſm,'the goſpel ſacrament of _ 

1 Wezeneration ; others underſtand the grace of regeneration, ß —_ 
11 ich baptiſm is the inſtituted ſacramental ſign. It is, however, Fr 
j 4 alled a waſhing, in allofion to the rite of baptiſm ; and therem *. 
- 1" Wie Spirit. is ſaid to be ſned or poured forth, in alluſion to the af- 1 
410 bon of water in the adminiftration of baptiſm. The alluſion pt 
g to the mode of ſprinkling or affuſion, is; I think, at leaſt as pro- 6 
brich die in theſe texts, as the alluſion to dipping is in any texts that 1 
rial. Ir be found. The conclufon then muſt be, that both ways of 6 5580 
fem. pts ng are lawful, add were practifed by the apoſtles, and this . 
Dol e freely agree to. If our opponents will do the ſame, the diſ- 0 
Lean 0 A AI IS „ _ Fx 


Let us now enquire, fourthly, Whether dipping anſwers to and 


does preſents the thing fipnified in Baptiſm better than ſprinkling. / 1 
e has juſt been obſer ved, that Baptiſm is the out ward ſign and { 
wy ken of the application of the benefits of redemption to believers, 

ul” their juſtification, and ſanctification. « Chriſt waſhes us from 


dur fins in his own blood.” And Baptiſm, as the outward fign * ; 
the application of CH riſt's bl-od, is, “ for the waſhingaway of | 
ns” But how is the application of Chriſt's blood for our 

anfing repreſented? It is called, © the blood of ffrinkling:? * ; ny 
nd the apoſtle ſpeaks of the “ ſprinkling of the blood of Jeſus 1 


Chrift.“ But we are re ver (aid to be cleanſed from fin by be- 1 f 
F dipped intot! e blood of Chrift.---A gain, Bapt ſm is the inſſi- 3 | *% 1 
ed fign of our having the gift of the Holy Ghoſt beſtowed upon |. -" 
© Be bantized,” ſ:ys Peter, “ and ye ſhall receive tte gift of | "Fl 
te Holy G ost. Now „the donation of the Holy Ghboſt is ne. ) „ 


"expreffec by our being dipped into tte Holy Gboſt ; but by 

being povre? out, Ing our being ſbrinkled thereby; which © 

Mech our being baptized with tlie Spirt. Sprinklirg is there. | 

La more apt repreſeatation of the application of the blood of 
5 f 225 OOF" , C38 ; 13 3 e 25 7 SIT _ Chriſt, : 
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Chriſt, and the influences of. the Spirit, for the cleanſing of our 


5 e ith! the Og gnthed, is plainly in favour of fprinkling, 
. rather than dipping. It is true, our ſpirſtual conformit ij to Chriſt 
3 is death andvefurrettion is not. unftly fignüfed by immer ſion. 
Bzyt, Iprinkling more aptly reprefents the application of the bene. 
tts of redemption to us; which is the main thing fignified. by 
* l 14 ; 3 a | | : 0) 1 

|. | -.giedio favour of.tbe neceſſity of immerfis 
the ancient church, who it is ſaid, generally 


from the prattice of 
baptized in this way, 
As to the apoſtolic. age, we have no exprets account in what 
mwmocde baptilm was then adminiſtred; but it is morally certain, 

LY | | IT as,has | Na thai. immerſion was not the conftant practice. 
Aid ͤ though. it appears that this. mode afterwards became very 
| _ _ »enftomatry, and Was generally preferred; yet. it was never 
ma n Sprinkling was uſed all along upon occa- 
* _ . - den: asincale of ficknels, and when dipping was inconvenient #, 
. - We have. plainly! then the judgment and praktiſe of the . 
tie church on, dur, fide, that ſprinkling is a true and valid bap- 
tilm; and that dipping is not eſfential. We do not indeed think 

- = ourſelyes bound to. follow the judgment and prattice of the an. 
Cients in prefesring and generally practiſing immerfion, for which 
e find no good reaſon. : Nor have our opponents any reaſon to 
blame us for this; fince they too haue taken the liberty to de 
part very far from the practice and. cuſtom of the ancients. The) 

- . - knew, nothing of the modern cuſtom. of dipping people in their 
dTlotlibs. They held it as neceſſary that the perſons be Rript ua. 
Fed, as that they ſhould bs dipped. And they, thought thert 

_ _  was-an important. fignificancy, in this cite importing the 5 put 
SEE ting off the old man with hie deegs,” f After baptiſm, the Py ra! 
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| *he.baptiſm of Clinicks, which was admipiftred in the pri 
mitive church by. Sprinkling has been before mentioned. Ter 
ttullian too refers to this made: of baptiſm, when he ſays, Speal 
io te an impenitent perſon, who will. afford thee, one print 

3 F (aſperginem unam cujuſlibet aquæ) for haptiſm. 
Amd of Laurence the martyr, contemporary with Cyprian, . 

Are told, that he baptized a Roman ſoldier. with. a pitehex ef w. 
der And alſo, that he baptized. one Lucillus pouring water d 

Riis head... Athanaſius too, {peaking bf thoſe who were. baptiut 
dy Heretics, ſays, They. who are fprinkled by them are furthe 
deßled by a+ corrupt. religion, than. redeemed.” , 3d. -Oratid 
- againſt tue Arians, To this it may be added, (what: I have ſom 
Where read) that the ancients.when they had dipped a- pero! 
were wont to apply water to his face. Fromallwbich, and mud 
wmore f that mię t. be produced, it appears that the mode af ſpriak 


_- "Ling was pratfiſed, and allowed in the primitive church, _ 


faule from En. The argument, therefore, from the anzlogy of 


ifthly,.. We will nom confider, whether any thing can be ar. 
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ur ns clothed with white garments, fign/fying the . putting on 
of Chriſt, or the new man.“ And forme have ſuppoſed that the 
18s kom theſe expreſſions alludes to this cuſtom of fir:pp.ngand 
riſt i Oothang 


on. 8 Conceive; as that our being“ buried witz Curiſt in 


ne- baptiſm,” alludes to dippmg---Many other ſiguificant rites they 8 
5b had; ſuch as trine immerſion, exorciſm, breathing on the per- 


fon, anointing him with oil, &c, Theſe rites aud ceremonies, 


ar- tough generally obſerved hy the ancients, our opponents rejects. 
e of And we have as good a right to ute our liberty, as to the molle | 


ray. of baptiſm, 'whatever the ancient cuſtom mig lit be. 


hat] But it may be ſaid, © that theſe rites are improper, and ſavour 


ain, „of ſuperſtition, which cannot be ſaid of immerſion,” ' $anfwer, 
nice. though I believe that immerſion may be adminiſti ed, and receiv- 
very ed without ſuperſtition ; yet a preferring of immerſion to ſprink- 
even kg, as being a more valid, "efficacious or perfect baptiſm, does, 


eca :- I think, really ſavour of ſuperſtition. And as it is certain that 
nt *. ſuperſtitious opinions and practices were early received in the 


kimi church, particularly with refpe& to baptiſm; ſo it ſeems to have 
bap- been owing to- ſuperſtition that dipping was originally preferred. 
ink to ſprinkling. Religious purifications, by . waſhing with water, 
e an- were common among both Jews aad Gentiles. la theſe. it was 


rhichf © cuſtomary, as we are informed, that the perſon be ſlripped naked, 


o de many converts to chriſtianity, not altogether clear of thoſe ſu- 
They perfſiitious conceits, which they had imbibed from Judaiſm and 
theirs Senziliſm, might imagige, that there was ſome natural virtue inthe. 
pt nail chriſtian baptiſm, like what they had been wont to conceive was 
ther ia the luſtrations oy had formerly pradiſed: and that its puri- 
« put ing efficacy would be greater if they were dipped, than if 
per ſol they were only ſprinkled, greater if they were baptized naked, 
„ W. than in their: clothes. Tue better inſttucted chriſtians might 
5 think it beſt to condeſcend to their prejudices, and bear the in- 
be pri fr mities of the weak, in order to gain them over to the chriſtian” 
Teri faith; and profeſſion: And fo by degrees that mode of baptiſin, - 
Speak which moft reſembled theſe Juſtrations, came to be generally prac- 


* tifed ; and a ſuperſtitious notion of its Rreater fitneſs. and effica- 
ifm. cy unto the proper ends of baptiſm was bred in the minds of 


an, vg many. Jewiſh and heatheniſh rites were adoped, and-a chriſtian 
of wil fignificancy 2 upon them. The cuſtom, of receiving baptiſm 
ater ( naked, we all agree, was not of divine inſtitution. It ſeems plain- 
apt to have ſprung from Jewiſh and Gentile ſuperſtition. And 
furthe from the ſame ſourceit was, as we may well ſuppoſe, that dipping. 
Iratic came to be ſo much prattiſed in the ancient church: for we ind 
e ſom hat ſtrippiag and dipping conſtantly went together, and the one 
perſoſ was thought as neceſſary as the other. e 
Awo This'ſeems to be the moſt probable account, why immerſion 
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in the adminiſtration of baptiſm: A ſuppoſition oftixe = 


on toll and his whole body bathed. Now it ſeems very probable, that 


Apr vas fo much prafilifed in the Fd aud following ne I 
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5 15 eee to be received as believers. - Thus Ananias, 
. church z notwithſtauding their hearts were not right before 


that the church is defiled hy having cloſe hy pocrites in its boſom; 
If none are admitted, or ſuffered to remaiſ in its communion, un- 


keep the church as pute as Chriſt deſigned it ſhould be in this 
+ WOT HG Se 0 VE NS. 3A IH, 17% 67561 00-237 3 
Our preſent, enquiry, concerning the ſubjects of 
ſo much, Who are really ſuch in the fight of God? : | 
hey are that, according to the goſpel rule, are to be admitted by 
che church ? In gaſwer to which; we ſay, that all who mak? acre- - 
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26 /ũ - Of he Subjetts of Baptiſm. 1 . 
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_ agreed with us that ſprinkling was a true and valid baptiſm; and 
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may be confidered as being a proper ſubject of baptiſm in tW-o 
BH — that is, either really, and in the fight of God, or viſibly, 
an 
to baptiſm, while lie is really and in the fight of God 
5 according to the rules of the goſpel, appear to them to be 
be or not. It is none of our concern to ſearch the hearts of men. 


Hypocrites feign themfelves' to be helievers aud faints, and no- 


— 


* Fong bs | 


=_— 


till then, I £nd hot whether baptiſm” was generally adminiſtred 
in this mode. But however this may be, the ancient fathers 


that immerſion was not eſſential. Let this he granted, and ſu- 
perſtition voided, and we plead for no m s .. 
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On the'SUBJEcT:s. of Bar T1, N70 
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THE ſecond part of the argument in hand, was: to conſſder 
= who are the proper fyubjeQs of baptiſm, or to whom this or- 
dinance- is to be adminiſtred. It s to be obferved that a perfon 
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ro the rules 'ofthe goſpel. No one ought ko offer himſelf” | 


unmest for it. But the church are to admit all thoſe; Who 
proper ſubjeA* whether they are indeed ſuch as they appear to 
The tree is to be judged of by the fruits which are viſible. If 
thing appears to the church but that they may be ſincere in their 

apphira, Simon Magus, and many others, were received into the 
God. We have no reafon. to perplex ourfelves: with.ſurmiſes, . 


leſs they be ſuch as by rule of the gofpel are viſible ſaints, we 
ſhall never be blamed by Chriſt. Fhis rule,” duly. obſerved, Will 


baptifm, is not | 
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right of infant baptiſm,” as. briefly and plainly as I can; leav- 
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ible profiſſian-of faith, are proper ſubjects, together. with their, 
infants or children in minority. It is- agreed, that profeſſed be- 


lie vers are ſahjects of baptiſm: And that this ordinance is not to 


be adminiſtred to one of adult age; unleſs he has in ſome manner: 
made a credible proſeſſion of faith. But that the infants of mem-' 
bers of the viſible church are to he received as memberemulſo, and. 


. as the proper ſubjetts of baptiſm, has been denied by ſome ; aud 


the admimiſt ring the ordinance to ſuch infants, has been ceaſured | 


- a8irregular, ut warrantable, of,no gas or advantage. 


vinchcate the © divine 


A ſhatl therefore-endexvour to prove an 
ing out thoſe collateral queſtions, - which have often been dif-, 
guled by thofe who haveundertaken ts treat this ſubject at large. 

By means of thee the lines of defence have been ſo enlarged, and, 

the argument has become ſo complicated that many art loſt in 

it, not being able to comprehend it, and catry it in mind. 


Ia purſdance of this deſign, I all, firſt, repreſent the chief 


and plaineſt reaſon, upon which I believe infant baptiſm to be 4 
divine ordinance.— Then I will confider the principal oh- 
jettions that are made to it---after which 1 may add ſome brief 
refleftions and remarks on the whole. e IS, 
But before I enter on the proof of the point before us, let it be 
obſerved and remembered That there is nothing pofitivein-*2 
New Teſtament. againſt infant baptiſm. It is no where ſaid or 
hinted, that the Apoſtles: forbid or refuſed, or declined to bag 
tiſe infants; or that any child of a believer was, after he was 
grown up, baptized upon a profeſſion of faith; It muſt alſo be ac. 
knowledged, that infants are capable not only of the outward 
ago of baptiſm, but alſo of having an intereſt in the bleſſings a8 1 
Grace of the New Covenant, and coming under its bonds, Wit!“ 
is the thing fignified in the ordinance, and that they need thoſe 
New Covenant bleſſings. Further, It is no where declared in 
ſeripture, either in expreſs, or equivalent terms, that © adult per- 
ons only, or that none but thoſe who believe? or [profeſs | 
faith are to be Baptized. In ſhort, there is abſolutely anf per- 
tly nothing that ſtands in the way of our embracing, the dog- 
ring of infant FHaptiſuis if we can find any kind of evidence in 
avour of it, either expreſs or conſequential. This then is what 
e have now to enquire into vis. Whether any ſuch evidence 
ppears? And I think enough may be collected from the ſcriptures 
o put the matter bey ond all reaſonable doubte. 
And my firſt argument is taken from the church wemberſnip 
infants. All thoſe who are ta be received as members of the 
bie church ate the ſubjects of baptiſm---But the infants of the 
embers of the viſible church, are to he received as menthers of 
e vißbie church; | They are thereforeſubjets of Baptiſm. 
birt. 1 fay that all Who are to be received as members of the 
able church are the dale of baptifun., This is granted by 5 
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Some have pretended “ that i ſiſtent to ſay, that a 125 
C 

T 


right to "baptiſm is grounded upon church . memberſhip, and A 

et that we are admitted into the church by baptiſm.“ But this 457 

is a mere cavil. Tie right of church memberſhip is one thing; i 

_ - andadmiflion into the viſible chuzch-is another. They who are 2 
qualifſed for admiſſion into the church, according, to the 5 
rule of the goſpel, are memders by right, before they are members | fe: 

by admiſſion. And they are accordingly to be received as right - Dr 

> . ful members by baptiſm, and ſo admitted in an orderly way to 7 
thoſe ſubſequent privileges of chriſtian communion, to which TY 


„ 4a 3. a. 97 5 


* ok the houfe require that he firſt put on the badge, and liver y of a 
| ſervant, before he come to the table, then this order muſt be ob- 
( ſerved. He has a right, as belonging to the family, to fit at the 
| table ; but he onght to come according to order. The caſe is 


of the Evangelifts which ſeems to be ſufficient to determine the 
| - int. I will recite it at large, collecting all the particulars men- 


| | * the little children to come ta me, and forbid them not, for of 
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Frevel from Mat. ix. 13, Se. 29 


uch is the kingdom of Heaven. Verily I ſay unto you, who- 
4 foever ſhall not receive the kingdom of God as a little child, 
* he mall not enter therein. And he took them up in bis arms, 
- & put or laid his hands upon them, and bleſſed them.? 
oc "Theſe were young “ infant“ children which were brought to 
| Chriſt, whom he took up in his arms, as we are exprelsly told. 
They who brought them gave evidence of their faith in him: for 
they brought them that he might put his hands on them ang 
pray. - They were members of the church and Kingdom of God 
felelves from which they had not cut themſttves off by mani- 
feſt unbelief--- Whether theſe children were their own (as is moſt 
probable) we need not take upon us to determine. They were 
without doubt children of the covenant. We mav alfo, obſerve, 
that it was agreeable to the mind of Chriſt that they ſhould be 
brought to him; for when the diſciples rebuked thoſe that 
brought them, Jeſus ſeeing it, was much diſpleaſed. The diſpo- 
tien they manifeſted on this occaſion to deſpiſe little ones, and ſet 
Weave above them, as if young children were not fit to be 
introduced. into their company, Chriſt did much diſlike. And 
= was alſo diſpleaſed, as it ſeems, to find that they were fa dull 
of underſtanding, and ſo much miſtaken in their apprehenfions.- 
| ey might rea onably haye concluded, that as little children 
always had heen received as members of the church of God, as 
:hriſt had not intimated any deſign to cut them off from this 
their right, as they needed his bleffing, and were capable of it 5; 
on theſe grounds they ought to have concluded, that it was fit 
and proper that they mould be preſented to the Meſſiah, the 
ng of Iſrael,, as his diſciples and ſubjects, that they might re- 
> are caye. his being. But the diſciples ſeem” to have reafoned in a 
| q ite different manner, as ſome others have done fince. “ Fo. 
« what purpoſe is it to bring theſe little children hither ? They 
«. are not capable of being taught. They do not underſtand what 
te is intended to be done with them. It will be of no advantage 
«to them. We cannot lock upon them to be believers, or fit 
449 pong to zur ſociety.” Such thoughts” as theſe: they feem 
do have had. For our Saviour's words on this occaſion are as 
plain and pointed as poflible. againſt this error---The'r miſtake at 
this time gave opr Lord a fit occaſion, to declare his miud fully 
and expreſsly upon the caſe of infants; that they are of the king-_ 
dom of heaven ; and therefore none ſhould forbid, or - diſeon-. 
rage any from bringing and prefenting them to him. „Suffer 
little children to come unto .me,.and forbid them not, for of 
igen of henven““ͤ PE 2 
From theſe words. it appears, in the firſt place, that thoſe in- 
fants which were brought to Chriſt, and other mfants who like. 
thele, werEthe children of the covenant, belong to the church of 
od; for this is what weare here to underſtand by the kjiugdom 
ven, as I ſhall ſhew preſently. Such as theſe properly and 
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A r e ade fog od. 
naturally. Fgnifies, perfons of this fort or claſs, and that tome vn- h 
_ "der this denomination - Such children as theſe, and the children 5 
that were brought to Chriſt were certainly ſuch; They were in- 'T 
_ © Ccluded.among that ſort of perſons ; even as the woman taken in ie 
- adultery was one of thoſe condemued by that law, © which com- ef) 
« manded that fuch ſhould be ſtoned,” h))“ Was 
Some would fain habe the meaning of this Expreſſion to be, [ny 
i that thoſg who reſeluble little children in humility belong to the 
the kngftom of heaven.” But how. ſtrained and unnaturalis we 
this Chirſtiags are to. reſemble lambs and doves for meeknels, pat 
_ _ as welfasinfants. But what ſhould we think of a man that ſhould In t 
ſay to his ſervant : « Suffer the ſheep and lambs to come to me, unr 
and hinder them not, for of ſuch is the kingdom of heaven.“ - | 
' Would not this be highly improper, and worſe than ridiculous. ſuc 
And yet this would be juſt as proper as the words of Chriſt are, teſti 
+ according to the meaning that theſe would force upon them - nge 
- The reaſon Chriſt gives why the little children ſhould be FF chur 
brought to him, is, becauſe of Such is the kingdom of God. what 
Anda very plam and pertinent reaſon. it is, as we underſtand it. , 
For if children belong to the kingdom of Chriſt, we can fee a long 
manifeſt fitneſs that they ſhould be preſented, to him as his fub- word 
h 5 and people, that he might own them, and give them his quire 
bleſfing. But what weight or pertinency is there in ſuch a rea- anſwe 
; ' fort as our adverſaries would affign for bringing theſe children to needli 
_ Chriſt? „ Suffer little children. to come to me, for though it F Han 

e true they belong. not to my kingdom, yet the ſubjects of my ky 

& « kingdom are ſomewhat like them. There is that in little 

children which looks like meekneſs and humility, and is a fit 
emblem of it.“ Muſt every thing then that any ways re- glory i 
ſembles true chriſtians, be brought to Chrift, for him to lay his on'eart 
hand upon it, and pray over it? What an üncouth, unintelligi- Now 
ble reaſon is this for bringing children to Chriſt? Which will be und 
ſerve as well for a reaſon why lambs and do ves ſhould be brought Saviqu! 
and preſented io him, as Mr. Henry well obſerves, '. Becauſe the fe ex2 
kingdom of God confiſts of grown perſons, meek and harmleſs | clarity 
luke children, is it a juſt and plain conſequence, that children FF grace,” 
* ' ſhould be brought ak, preſented to Chriſt ; though they belong a held ſo 
[not to his kingdom ? Surely no one has any caule to be angry 6d good 
With another (as Chriſt was with his diſcipies) for not appre - fooliſh, 
Heading weight in ſuch a reaſon. as this. Indeed there is no ng 
J Cir No: oth Deas Ce od er Ben vnS: le c 
Agan, The reception which Chriſt gave theſe children, and to Wh 
bis actions towards them, may put it out of all doubt that heac- 1 
1 knowledge them as the ſubjects of his Kingdem. For he took ſpel rule 
them in his arms, put his hands upon them, and bleſſed them. onging”t 
| _ Chriſt, never pronounced a ſolemn. bleſſing npon any bat thoſe de gro 
| © whom he owned as the ſubjefts-of his kingdom, By laying his Tf tho! 
We. 1-4 hands ontheſe children and bleſſing them, «„ the: myifi 
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ini den people and put upon them the ſame token of acknowledg. 


ment which he gave his diſciples immediately: before his aſcenfion. 
The bleſſing was always looked upon as a ſacred thing, which be- 
longed only to the profeſſed worſhippers and people of God; 
eſpecially that ſolemn religidus blefling in the name of God, 


with impoſition of hands, which had been prattiſed in the church | | 
im all *. None were the ſubjetcts bf this, upon any occaon 


that we read of, but they that belonged ta the church. When 
ve read that God blefſed' Noah, and Abraham, and the other 
patria rehs," we have no doubt but that hereby ire owned them, 


in the moſt ſolemn” manner; as his people. And ſhall any be ſo 


3 deny or call in queſtion the church member- 


ſuch ĩa the kingdom of heaven, but has given this further token and 


ne of the ſame; even laying on his hands, and pronounc- 


ing a blefling upon them: Which is as diſtinguiſhing a token of 


church memberſhip as baptilm itſelf, or any other ordinance 


whatever. Fon. N Nit ihne v0 E343 a 3323940 5 F244 $458 
- Theſe infants then, and ſuch” as.theſe muſt be allowed to be- 
long to the kingdom of heaven. Chriſt has declared them fo by. 


words and actions as fignificant as . _ _ my be hes | 
y the kingdom of heaven? 1 


quired, What are we to underſtand by n LVE | 
anſwer, it is plainly the Church that is here meant.---It: will be 


4 


needleſs to confirm this e eee they are ſo ma- 
Vn who have read the New Teſtament, 
vith any attention. Nor is it denied by any that I know. of. But 


1 and ſo well known to'a 


5 the kiugdom of heaven ſometimes frgnifes the viſible church, 
or Kingdom of grace upon earth, and ſometimes the kingdom of 
gory in heaven; it may be enquired, whether it be the church 
oft earth, or in heaven, that is here intended: 


Now, I think: it will appear, it is the Viſible Church that is to 
be underſtood, if the following things are well conſidered. x. Our 
Saviour generally uſes the phraſe in this ſenſe. There are but 
few examples, comparatively can be found, but ſuch as muſt ne- 


carily, or may conven iently be underſtood af the kingdom of 
grace. Phus, the kingdom of heaven, the viſible church, is like 
2 feld ſown with wheat and tares. It is like a net, which encloſ- 


ed good fiſhes and bad. It is like ten virgins, five wiſe and five 
fooliſh; It was come to the Jews; and was within them, that is, 
among them; though it came not with obſervation. | 2. It s the 


viſible church alone, and its members, who are the proper ſubjects, 
to whom the outward ordinances, rites, and tokens of churen 


ſpel rule or 'precedent for admitting or acknowledging any as | 
lofging”ts the church of God, unleſs there be an external and vi- 
— . ea og. 


Af hole infants which were brought to Chriſt, did belong to 
the inyifible church, and were elected into the kingdom of glor 
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infants, after Chriſt himſelf has not only declared that of 
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Feet this being u ſerret, could che ino peculiar, xeaſon why they 16 0 
1 Chriſt to receide his bleſſing: Nor couſd of 6 
it be any reaſon why the diſciplesſhould not forbid their coming, Out 

till they knew that they were appointed, to be heirs of the Kang” MW ftril 
dom of glory: Nor could this he the reaſen why Chriſt was ſo 8 
Gifpleaſed: with his: diſciples for oppoſing their being brought to «a 
him, as he hadinever:told-themifa;)and it wasimpoſhblethatithey n 
ſhould know it otherwiſe. But the diſciples did know that in thin 
fants hid always been admitted as members of the church. And 1 
Chriſt had never intimated any deſign of coptting them off,: And and 
if they ſtill belonged vifibly to the kingdom of God, they ought theſ⸗ 
not to be hindred from coming to Chriſt, to receive his blefling,--- ſider 
Hie was therefore diſpleaſed, thatthey fſhould-treat them as aliens, done 
who dit not belong tœhim, hy keeping them back from coming to as, t 
| — him:-ChriſPsiblefling theſe children, . eee ſake. 
they were members of his viſible church. Though: Chriſt ſearch- 41 

ed and knew the hęatts of all.the children of men, and who were is, in 

the heirs of eternal life, yet he outwaidly acknowledged and re- ted. 

. _ ceived às members dfihis Kingdomy onhyifuch as were viſtbly fo, | any.t 

| aptardingts the-lameauleſwixich hochas given. to thoſe who can BN theſe 

| 3 not judge of ſecret things. He never gave the o. twarditokens of due r 

| 


chufch memberſhip;to any as belonging to the kingdom of glory, that y 
erthe imiſible church; but as belonging to the kingdom of as wel 
grace. But the outward tokens of hui ch memherſhip were giv- and h 
an to theſe infants; betavſe:they belonged to the kingdom of hea - free gi 
5 ven. Which, Ithink, fairly proves, that it is the viſihle church 28 his; 
Wich is here intended by“ the kingdom of heaven. 3. Chr ſt The 
— declares; that theſe children; and ſuch; as theſe, were, then mem tied t 
bers of the kingdom of heaven. Ol ſuch is the Gagdom of yea is alto 
4 yen,” But, will any ſay, that the kingdom of glory conſiſts. the ſul 
of thoſe ho ure here üpon earth They were upon earth, and were 
wers in the kingdom of hea ven upon earth,, if they were in it at church 
all that is, in the Kingtommof grace or vifible churc g 
But, if it were ſuppoſed, that theſe words are to be under- tber af 
doc as affirming, that theſe children andi ſuch as theſe, belong to were F 
the invighte church, andlas foch; are heirs to the kingdom of | ſhould, 
__ glory; yet this ill er that they ought to be acknowledged before. 
And received as members of the viſihle church. For, can they be || import: 
reaſonably refuſed a: place in the church on earth, whom Chriſt J bent on 
.” -.._ affirmsto. be heirs of heaven? If we have evidence that they be- alk ſuc! 
: any one a clear and undoubted right, in the account of the church, | - 
toe receivedas belonging to him, or as members of, the church N «65 6 
__owearth; And what better evidence can there be, that N are * ke. 
fſubjests of the kingdom of heaven, than the teſtimony of the | monly e 
king himſelf ? Is there any profeſſion of faith that ought to have dom of | 
more erédit in the church! Though infants are not able to ſpeak | gives a f 
ſot thepſel ves, yet Chriſt has ſpoken fer them, declaring, that I words a 
Ss, 25 * 8 5 CCC ay no 55 „ of A leave 
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— 1 fea. 33. 
of ſuch is the kiogdom of heaven. And: is: not he teſtimony 
of Chriſt a ſufficient credential to warrant our e i 
Our Lord ſubjoins the following mæmorable oN in which! 
| ſtrikes at the very rut of hi UE ples error, which their,condy 
diſcovered. Whoſoever malb not recaps, mw kingdom of C aut, | 
« as a little child, ſhall not enter there 85 | Le AN nag wer 
much diſpoſed to ſtand upon their diſtinctions. They, ſeemed. 
think that they had a clearer and better title to to the privileges of, | 
|. the Mcfiah's kingdom than infants. They merpatial believe 
: and. followers of Chriſt; Which could) not ; be laid of babes. it 
_ theſe are admitted to have a part in, this: dee it e be con- 
ſidered as a ſpecial indulgence and favour to N who. 12 
done nothing to give them any claim to fueh a priv 
as) thought they, we have left all for: the kingdom WRAY f 
ko And, ſhall theſe be allowed to have as good a title as we 
Vea, (a ys Chriſt, their-title is as Food as 8 all reſpeds.“ It 
83 ls, inceed, a) ad of mere grace and favour, that infants are admit : 
I ted. They have done nothing to merit it.And,do you imag 8 
Jy any thing that you-bave done gives you. any pecutiar £ to, < 
** theſe. privileges? Do you confider-the eingdom o bea ven as tie, 
of due reward for any doings of yours? No, be it; known, 20 9 ? 
Ys. that your title ariſes entirely from the free grace and gift c God, 
of as well as theirs... If you will not receive the kingdom of Gods 
V and hold it by the fame title that little, children da, 0855 the A 
a free giſt of God made over to them, by his covenant: gue Mi 
h as his adopted children) you ſhall not enter therein -.. 
t. rde common; er e 107 Hf Wer | 
m- math Shes nor wor Nrought 


be En to us. If they were not. we pages it is 1 8 1 
arift bent on us to give the reaſon. But it is incymbent;on.! Pe ho... 


ellary.. ; a 


be- aſk fuch queſtions, to ſhew. Wh hy ſhould. it WA: bt 

* ” all ne tho ee * e l 00 2 2 5 
irch, i e Nr S 
urch 


are 3 * te « dee the . of. ed 2s a tees 19 56 22 9 
dhe monly explained. to mean, receiving the privileges of the king. , 
have | dom of heaven with humility, or a childlike.temper,, 1 . 
peak gives a ſenſe more appoſite to the occ align, . if, we nene 1 p 
"that | words as importing, that we, muſt, receive and hold the Riygaom 
4 of | beaven by the ſame right and title with 9 + Way. 
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betete bern Wis fully fettlecd as ene erhnatg rite ofadwilon; 
which was not till e E But; if Chriſt did 
a ed th theſe children; Nr vetheryg as fure/a'token of 
hurch'memberſhig/as bapt ieſelf, When 1 laid his hands up- 
them land blefſec 12 It is further ob jected, © Chriſt's en - 
fre fllence wot infant baptiſin at this Bes has no favourable 
On ſuch a 5 ol Anſwer.” Chriſt having aſſerted the 
9 memherſß 52 1 rd and folertinly blefled them with 
rd polition' le ths and Fler faid nothing again the baptiſm 
OE wor 9 05 (theſe things have's very favourable: 
er of infant baren and imply a govt War- 


2 
5 RE 5 er havi cs vena as his people, both 


Wort ne ations, if it had been his Will that the ſacrament of 


| 112 i ſhould not henceforth be adminiſtred to infants, as here- 


re, but only to adults, he woaQm not Have failed to have given 
e intimation on this occeafion, that notwithſtanding what he 
nad Taid and done, jnfants were not to be baptized. Chrift's ſay" 
ing nothing s — Infant baptiſrh on (this vecaſion,” whem it ap- 
on ſo neceſfaryito-preveiit miſtakes, had! infant baptiſm been 
4 who His Ju has no favourable ſpot on wy PpraBiice: of 
o refuſe to admit them, F2 
15 enlarged the more upon this proof of the cheroh em- 
of infants; becauſe Itake it to be very deciſt ve and unan- 


Fable And, Fihatl lay before you! another paſſage, whith 


will fairly lead us to the ſame conchifion; Mark ix. 36, 37. Je- 


e ſustook a child, and ſet Him in the midſt of them, and when 


7 tne, 1 ts et ef ar: . in mattprs 


i x 46. 4 
£ 8 . . 
* 1 


FT this as a young child appears fro: 
5 his arms, and älfo from his Propoffüg bim to his diſriples as a 


Ul be ene ac one The FAM lit le ones 

DES, X one of the little ones; or children; of theſe believers.” 8⁰ that 
1 5 May underſtand, not the little o one, but their parents, to be in- 
- teh 


; 25 7 ad taken Him in his arms, he — unto them; * Whoſoover 


* 


ſhall tedeive one of fuch children in my Chas een _ 
riſt's taking him up 


pattern and emblem of humility e. But, grown chil- 
dren; that have l to what we commonly call the =D of — 


es levers v or, 


by thoſe who believ Fin A And, ik e ſuppoſe, tHat 


© the charafer of he levers of given to the Title ones themſelves; it 
Will make no difficulty. 0 
3 ildren may have t < vas 2f & ace and faith in them, 4 


as it cannot be denied, that —— 


_ are W eee n MR * Au 4 I LO 


* 
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ſociety of believers, Cas has been proved, and all furt 1 
manifeſted) they are, in _= ACFount,.and, e of 158 
EBurchs. believers, according; to. heh, capacity, ang be ia 
termed, even; as We term them rational creatures, boo the pre? 
bis Exerciſes of the rational fachlties al Y-Aappear. © 
ſaid, Shavinfants-canngt be offended, or made to mhle, 
the word Emile There n of being ta ght an 
led on to that which is, evil, ſuppoſe, is what 1s } 95 
mainly, intended. 80 that I BY not but that thoſe. little 755 
hom Ohriſt cautions us not to offend, or cauſe to ſtumble, may 
rr. to he little children; and then y have a | 
ther proof that ſuch belong to the church. Bac, however. this 
may be, that child which Chriſt held vp in his a 


2 * 


I he RO et 


8,47 lag ; n 
e gene. Pattern of. bumbty, 0 his dilciples, Was TUNG 115 
. Now -obſerve, Chrid Gays, 4 Whoforygr fill rere ane of 


= ” ſuch children, (or, „ this child,” as it 1 in N 1952 «in 8 
of Imp name, receiveth” me. Iq receive one in the, nam e of 


1 Chriſt, is to receive him as helongin to him. So the 39 ay 

4 -) 4:4 r 
n- Aeariy explained in the 42 fl, verſe «| this chapter. ( Whoſocver 
ail * hall give ydu to drink a PP p of, water in my na 

en | © belong to Obes ſt.verily I ſay 


* ward. 2 Since then Chxiſt Mould, have us. recei 11 40 
2 55 ittle Is £ 
2 Fen in, his name, das belonging; to him, and declares, that Fo! 
* ug we receive him 4 we may aſſurediy concludes that they are 
ebe reputed as belon ing to him, as the members his church. 


r When, therefore, a believer offers his child to the. church, to be 


; Nfceived: by baptiſm, as belonging to Chriſt 
BY” member of the ſame body ; Sha e ee N 7 — 


Ac. ame? Shall they thus deſpiſe Chriſt's little ones, 
rol a of, his hoyſe upon them, and, ch a 

* calt them out of the inheritance of 'the Lord, anc 
Fie they have no part in the Lord, and lay ſuch a 


F before our children, to make them ce ſe, 
_ „Lord! ??? Tofh. xxii. 25, God frm. 


Wiſe not, and offena/not.one of theſ⸗ littl 5 
* 7 0 elitt a Dunes. It V | 
i 1 tere a further evidence, that infants are the/proeper ſub- 


aper to be  difriples, are to be ad 


Now the a ap 
ente, in Acts xv. 10. «© Why 


ta cho. 
on the necks of the diſciples * wats 
we were able to bear.” The 1450 , neither 0 125 : 175 1 
ith the other Jewiſh ordinances, which the udaizing. 
ave. 8 7 nl upon the Gentile — — TY 
Folens dune 5 reihen but 
* thoſe | 


e cu derbi aße 30 
felfionv? it to the church ; ſo, being members .of the.church or 
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unto you, he wall get t Joſe bis ge- 5 
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5 new teſtame e iseguivalent, to à profelyte. nd it is well known 


6 tue crofs, Tolfow Him continue in his word, bear much frvit, 


, 2 — 


POD 
%. g 
: 


le Diſhes OY | 


ofel; tes or Uiſolplow uf Lofes. 

Bo, pin chr; ended only for thetircorhedſiva 

öf diſciples, of proſetytes nana cliriſianity. :* They-confiderediehc 

children as Gifciples.”- Anq the apbſtle ace rdingly reproves thetn 

for tempting God to * 55 oke on on the neck of the'd diſciptes: 
1 Hoke ate termed, for whom this yoke as: 

wiſh teachers. And as this yoiee Was deſigned abe 

on e as well . — the yard ts ; the apoffie by t 

Mo all Jiſciples © * ＋ 2 without — bag hives 

us to 93 4 81 that the 18758 Ebildren of - believers are to be 

_ Y6ckonied among the'diſciples ; eyen as among the Jews the chil- 

dren of *profetytes were always accounted proſelytes ly ſhort, 

ow. Jewiſh teache er Ier cee upon tue Gentle con- 

"and their children; the yoke'of eis me 80 and if the 

wh ue? a upon the RSG wins a tempt ng of God, as 

1 asg the laying it upon adulte, as all will allow ; then it can- 

t be refuſe 2 TAR acknowied es "the thüdreh to be dif- 

SN as well as the Parep tents. - For ſuch are'all 2 Without ex- 
voke was M7 "Fmt re- 

1 1 oy Ne fin of f God. md OY 4 


1055 ail. 

8 or fires br ee 1227 Nenn one een, as a: a 2 ttle child, 
bop eee or ſcholar * tutor as ſoon as ever he is adm tted, 
' Vfore he has beeh taught or learned any thing. A difeiple in the 


_ that among the ſews the infant children were always admitted as 
_ profelytes; together with the parents. When Chriſi fays that 
a"man-cafſaot be his diſciple, unleſs he will forſake all, take up 


loe one afjother, lit is Plain his words are only to be applied to 
2 as: appears from the context, as well as the reaſoh bf the But, they 
Wg. Luke xiv: 25, „ He turned and ſaid to the multitudes, If hich i is 

«© An man cometh to me, (which plainly deſigns an adult per- Perſon; 
e 5 hate not his fat:,er, Ec. he cannot be my diſciple.” leir own 


i ; And again ver. jon 'Whofoever be be of you Yo alts) that for- N. obedi 


he cannot be my diſciple,” And;can any one Hut to ary 
cles, | 


3 ting 


0 Lend got all, 
3 himſelf,” or any other, that Chriſt's words are to ON: ap- 
tied'to infants, When he ſaid to bis diſciples, John xiii. 325.“ By 
s * l ** * . 
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The Warrant for. Infant Baptiſm. . 37 


te loye one to another.” Chap. xv. 8, «© Herein is my Father glo- 
« fiffed, that ye bear much fruit, ſo ſhall ye be my diſeiples.“ 


— 


And; when he told the believing Jews, ““ It ye continue in my 


« word, then are ye my diſciples wdeed.” Jonn vii. 31. But if 
thefe things are the indiſpenſable conditions of diſcipleſhip to 
rown perſons ; wilt it follow that infants are not to be admitted 
as4:{ciples unleſstheſe things ate found in them? We might as well 
argue, That infants may not eat, becauſe they do not work, fince 
the apoſtle fays, „“ He that will not work neither may heeat.” | 
Nay further; it is not neceſſary that any one ſhould” firit praftiſe 
all thig{ſelf-denial, continue in the word of Chriſt, bear much Tv | 
in order to his being admitted as a diſciple by baptiſm. The apol- 
tles baptized all that made a profeſſion of faith immediately. 
They did not wait to ſee whether they continued in the doctrine 
of Chriſt, or bare much fruit, before they put the token of diſci- 
ples upon them. Vea there were many of Chriſt's diſciples who 


did not continue in his word, but went away and left him. Vet 


tilf they fell away they were called and accounted diſciples. Tre 
méaning of theſe words of Chriſt is,“ That his doctrine is a doc- 

« trine of ſelf denial; a practical inſtitution; requiring us to bear 

« much fruit, to continue in his word, to love one another, &c.“ 

If e cannot learn and praQtife theſe things, it is in vain for usto 
think of being his diſci ples It will be to no good purpoſe to pre- 
tend to it; nor may we be allowed to continue in his ſchool or 
charch, but muſt expect to be expelled and caſt out. Now, as 
there are many adult perſons admitted as diſciples, who do nat 
anſwer the Character of diſtiples indeed, ſo many who are admit- - 
ted in infancy do afterwards approve themſelves good proficients 
in theſe leffons of chriſtianity.” And we grant that theſe thmmgs 
muſt be learned and oratifer'by all, according to their. capacity _ 
eee in order to their anſwering the obligations of 
true diſciples, whether they were admitted in infancy or after- 


= 


wards. 


Let us now confider more particularly the words of our text, 
containing the Apoſtolic commiſſion. * Go. teach all nations, 
« haptizing them in the name of the Father, the Sonzand the Holy 
bh Ghbſt. | Teaching them to obſerve all things whatſoever I have ©. 
commanded you.“ It has been obſerved,that the words proper- 
Z 2 Hh '® 4 2 8 8 „ — er * ; 
ly ignify © Go make or admit all nations Diſciples, baptizing 
them---teaching them, Sg.“ This, our oppoſers do not deny. 
But, they ſay, that no one can be made à diſciple hut by teaching: 
bigh is true, only with reſpect to adults: becauſe no “ fun 
perſons“ are to be admitted iuto the fchool of Chriſt, but b7 
heir-own conſent, and a previous profeſſton of their faith in him, 
and obedience to him, he this neceſfarily pre-requires teaching. 
But to argue from hence,” that infants are not to be admitted as 
liſciptes, becauſe not in a preſent capacity of being taught, and 


elbe their ſaith, is no better then begging the guoki 0, 
r en 
: - 3 6: bg . . "7H | © US * N -f< * N 23 2 * Os : 
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ttalking at random, not only without proof, but contrary to what 


large partof tie wor 


mould be fulfil | 
kingdom of the Lord aud his Chriſt 2. Secondly, Let it 

be remembered that the Apoffles had been educated in the 

IJewiſn church, of which infants had all along been undoubted 


2 n . - * % 
| 838 
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38 Infants Charch Memberſhip prove. © 


has been juſt proved, vix. that © Infants. are. in fact accounted 
„and termed Diſciples ;' belong to Chriſt ; and to the kingdom 


1 of Heaven,” all which are phraſes of the ſame _import.--- 
Though adults are not made Diſciples, till they are firſt taught, 


and are not admitted but upon a profeſſion of faith, pet with 


infant the caſe is otherwiſe, They are to be admitted upon the 


_ profeſſion of their parents, by the order of Jeſys Chriſt, without 


2 a perſonal «© profeſſion aud confent,” of which they are not capa- 
- ble. But this may be further conſidered afterwarxds .. 
Let us now ſee whether any thing can be argued from the 


= words, in favour of infant diſcipleſhip . and baptiſm.---When the 
Apoſtles received an order to diſciple all nations, they would 


+. naturally vaderRand, that they had it in charge to make all na- 


; tions prafelytes, to introduce and admit them into the church of 


ad Chriſt, 28 a ſchool, in which they were to be taught and trained 


- 


the r being meet for heaven. ?Tis true neither infants nor adults 


_  areexpreſsly named, But the Apoſtles were ſent to diſciple and 
baptize “ the nations,” which none can deny, include perſons of 


every age. And the Apoſtles muſt needs have underſtood: that 
it was their buſineſs to make Diſciples of the infants, and baptize 


- them as well as others, For, : Firſt, It would not otherwiſe be 
poſſible that their orders and commiſſions could he executed, or ſo 

much as one nation be proſelyted to Chriſtto the end of the world, 

Aunlels all the young children were removed aut of it. Children, 


in minority,make up a great part of every nation.---If theſe can- 
not be made diſciples, it will forever be an impoſſibility- that any 


nation ſhould become diſciples, unleſs we can find a nation with- 
bout children. And as all who are nat the diſciples of Chriſt be- 


long vilibly to rag Fingdory ot Satan, the adverſary will hold a 
| d viſibly under his dominion ; from which 
he cannot be e it would be impoſſible that that word 
led, * The kingdoms of the world are become the 


members. - They underſtood that the memberſhip pf ſuch had 


never been called in queſtion, fince there had been a church in 


tbe world. They knew that the infants of proſelytes from among 
the Gentiles were conſtantly admitted and circumc.ſed, together 


with their parents. Not only ſo, but. ſuck infants were baptized ; 


as the ancient Jews rg port. They knew that Chrift bad taught 


them that little children belonged to the kingdom of Headen; 
that he had accordingly laid his hands, add pronounced. a- 
dolemn bleſſing ypon them; and fignified his will that they ßere 
ceived in his name, as belonging to him; and that themfelves' 

had been reproved by him for ſorbidding infants to be 
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up in the knowledge, and obſervance of chriſtianity, in order to 
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. TpecR.---Now, the Apoſtles, whole views and apprehenſions may 
- have been (uch as has been repreſented, would, without doubt; 
ö have under ſtood that they were inſtructed by their commiſſion to 
: admit the children with the patents, into the number of proſe- 
. Iyxtes by the initiating rite, as had been the conſtant practice of It 
. the church. --They muſt havè underſtood the matter as a miniſ- 11 
1 ter, who had never heard that infant baptiſm was ever objettéd 24 
- to, would underſtand. his charge, if he was ordained and ſent 19 
f out to preach to the heatheii, and gather churches among them, 1 
1 _* haptizing. them. It would be unnatural, and highly unteaſona- 11 
0 hle for them to underſtand the matter otherwiſe. This thea V+ 
'S muſt be received as the juſt interpretation of the commiſſion. It "Fa 
d 3 and true meaning: Which is ſo far from cutting off = 
t nfants from the goſpel church, that it furniſhes us with a good Wi 
at 77 ... en, 2 14 
LC We have another unanſwerable proof, that the children ot 4 
belie vers are members of the viſible church, and fubjets of hip- fl 
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receive his bleſſing. They knew, that the admiſſion af the 
children into the church, With the parents, was always reckoned 4 
great privilege; that Ch il never {aid or intimated that it was his 
Will that infants-ſhould be cut off, or not admitted ſtill as mem - 
bers of the goſpel chürch. They underftood that the privileges 


of the church were to be enlarged, and not abridged in any : 


tiſm, in 1 Cor. vii. 14. & The unbelieving huſpand is ſantt:fied By 
* the wife, and the unbelieving wife is ſanQiftied by the huſband! 
be Elfe were your children unclean, but now are tiey holy,” The 


Apoſtle had juſt ſaid, that a believer ougat not to leparate from 
an unbelieving conſort, who was willing to continue in the mar- 
Triage relation. And in theſe words he removes a doubt, which 


m ght be apt to ariſe in their minds, viz. Whether the children 


Provel from 1 Cor: vii. 14% 30 
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da born in ſuch a marriage-were to be reckoned ax belonging tothe 
ich church, with the believing parents; or were to be ranked with 
2rd the unbelieving parent, and ſo reckotied among heathens that. 
the were without i---Though' infants had always been received as 
t it members of the Old Teſtament church, yet when the (Jews had, "110 
the in the time of Ezra married ſtrange wives, which had born thegt hi 1 
ted children, theſe children were not received ; but it was ordere ti big b 
had that they be put away, together with their heathen pareats,” as 9B 
in unclean. It might therefore be a ſcrup':\ whether a believer, and ma 
ong member of the Chriſtian church, were obliged or allowed to live 44 
ther in the Rate of marriage with an unbeliever; and whether their "oi 
ed ; children were not to be excluded from the church, as the un- 5 
2gbt clean offspring of a heathen parent; as had been determined a- 0 
en; wong the Jews in the caſe juſt mentioned. This point, the apof- 12 
eda WM tle Sainly rekolves, declaring, that a believer is not defiled by 110 
ere. having conjugal ſociety with, an unbeſte ver. On the contrary, N 
elves' WM ys be, © The unbelieving huſba:id is ſanctif ed by the wiſe,” or | | 
ht.to- WW rzther is ſanRikted in or to the wife, © and the unbelieving wife 
—— C25 oo Os. 
0 
* 
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dis attributed to all thoſe who belong to the viſible church. Thus 
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* by N 
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is ſanftified in or to the huſband.” That is, the believer, hab a 
Jawful and ſanRified enjoyment of an unbelieving yoke-fellow, 
For, as the apoſtle elſewhere teaches us, “ All things are pure 
te to him that is pure. And every creature of God is good, and 


“ nothing to be refuſed. For, it is ſanQtified by the werd of God 
4 and prayer.” Thus the unbelieving. huſband or wife is ſancti- 


| fied to the believer, as every creature of God is, which we may 
| have occaſion to uſe. Formerly, all that were out of the pale of 
the church were accounted unclean; and a Jew would have been 


- . defiled by living with a heathen conſort. But now there is no 


 defilement in thelawfal uſe of any of God's creatures. They are 


all ſanctified to a believer, - Or we may take the meaning of theſe 


words thus: A believer and unbeliever heing married together, 
are one feſh : They are one principal or ſource of offspring. But 
though an unbeliever, confidered in himſelf perſonally, is unholy, 
and has no claim to church privileges; yet the children are inti- 
tled to theſe privileges, as fully and perfectly in all reſpeQs, as if 
: both. the parents were believers. - For the unbelieving huſpand 


heing one fleſh with the belieying wife, is ſanified in or by her, 
ſo far as reſpeQs the propagation of children. The huſband, 


though an unbelever, is, in conſequence of his union in marriage 
With a believer, in ſome ſort ſanRifed, The one fleſh conſtituted 
by the marriage union is, as Imay ſay, entirely ſarRified ; and 
not a coaleſcence or conjunction of unholy and holy. The un- 
- betiever, in. this relation is capable of propagating a holy ſeed, 
and tranſmiting church privileges to his offspring, to as good ad- 


JJ. Loon oe at tee. 
The apoſtle goes on. Elſe were your children unclean,” as 


the heathen were termed and accounted. .- All thoſe who,were 


aliens from the common- Wealth of Iſrael, and ſtrangers to the 


.Covenant of the promiſe, and not members of the church of God, 
were commonly reputed uncircumciſed and unclean., They 
were not admitted into the holy. place, or to attend on holy or- 
dinances, Now, if the unbelieving conſort were not ſanctifedto and 
by the believer, as bas been ſaid, the children muſt have been un- 

- (Clean, and ſo not be received as members of the church, and ſub- 
.Je&s of holy ordinances. - But now they are holy.“ - They have 
the denomination of ſaints, or holy ones: And are to be admit- 
ÞAtedinto the viſible church, into the ſotiety and fellowſhip of thoſe 
Who are viſibly ſeparated from the reſt of the world, and devoted 
to God as his holy people. The word, Holy, as it is uſed in ſcrip- 
ture, is applied to perſons and things that are devoted and dedi- 
cCated to God. Men are termed holy either as being ſeparated 
from the reſt of mankind, and ſtanding in a peculiar relation to 
_ God, as his viſible profeſſing people ; or as being conformed to 
the will and moral image of God in temper and practice. The 
done is called a relative, the other an inherent hotneſs.» The firſt 
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the people of Ifrael are all ſpoken of as an holy people. And, 


upon the ſame account, goſpel churches are confhdered as con- 
ting of faints or holy perſons. For, though it is not ſuppoſed 
that they are all really and inherently holy, or partakers of a 

' divine nature, yet they are viſibly the people of God, ſeparated 
"and devoted to. him. But let it be particularly noted, that no 


| 8 ever ſtiled holy from the beginning to the end of the 


ible, except he be of the church of God. And in the new teſta- 


ment; a Saint or Holy Perſon, a Diſciple of Chriſt, a Member of 


the Church, and a ſubject of the Kingdom of Heaven are of the 
ſame ſignification. Now, fiace we find that the title or appellati- 


be of the church; and fince the apoſtle declares, that the children 
of believers are holy; it is a plain and undeniable conſequence; 
that ſuch children are of the church, and ſo are the proper ſub- 


- * — N OY 


jets of baptiſm, as was to be provec. | 5 
Phe Antipedobaptiſts have endeavoured, in vain, to wring and 


nets. But, in the fart place they would perſuade us, © That the 
“ Holineſs which the apoſtle here intends, cannot be that which 
© is implied in, and connected with church memberſnip.--For; 
they ſay, the ſame; Holineſs which is aſeribed to the children; 
te js alſo attributed to the unbelieving parent---If the children ar 

Holy, the unbelieving huſband and. wife are alſo ſaid to be 

* Sanctified.“ But, I anſwer, the apoſtle's words plainly ſhew; 
that the unbelieeing yoke- fellow is only ſanRified to the be- 
lie ver, as all the creatures of God are ſaid to be ſanctiſied to the 
Saints, ſo as that they may have a holy uſe and enjoy ment of 
them. Or, He is only ſo ſanctified by becoming one fleſh With 


a believer, that he is capable of propagating a holy ſeed, He ig, 
not ſanctified in reſpeR to God, but only in reſpeR to his conſort - 


and offspring, who derive no more defilement either by conjugal 


co habitation with or by natural generation from him, than if ne 
were a-believer.---In a word, the unbelieving huſband is only 


SanQified in that particular reſpect, and unto the particular pur - 


pole there pointed at, as has been ſaid;---But the Children are 


declared to be not unclean, but © Holy, or ſaints.” A titie wich 
is never given to any but thoſe that are of the church. Unhe- 
lievers who belong not to the church may be ſanctified, or pre- 
pared as inſtruments to anſwer the purpoſes of divine goodnefs 
to the ſaints. But this reſpeRive ſanctifcation does never give 
tem the denomination of “ Holy ones, or Saints.“ The words 
of the text, and the reaſon of the thing therefore plainly ſhow 
hat the SanRification of the unbelieving huſband of wife is a dif- 
erent thing from the holineſs of the children.---This gives a good; 


on of Holy is never given to any perſon in the world, except he 


Wreſt theſe words of the apoſtle to a compliance with their te- 
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ertinent and inſtructive ſenſe to the apoſtle's- words, which are 
Men and explained in the ſcriptural ſenſe, as no doubt they 
ught to be. Aud if the holineſs of the children is ſuppoſed. tog 
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tion, © That the unbelieving parent being ſanctified by a believ- 
é ing yoke-fellow, may as well be concluded to be a member of we 1h 


that the word Children does not determine their age, yet what 
the apoſtle ſays of them, ſflews, that he means only children in 


8 


fignify ſomething different from the ſanctification of the unbe- 7 
lie ving parent, it need not ſtumble us, ſuch variations are obſervable the 
in other places; where the ſame word bears a ſomewhat different 66 4 

meaning in different parts of the ſame ſentence. See John xvii. 19. tha 
For their ſakes I Sanctify myſelf, that they alſo might be Sanc- mar 
« tified through the truth.“ Tit. i. 15.“ Unto the pure all things mar 
_© are pure.” Beſure, according to our adverſaries inter preta- now 
tion, the words, Sanctified and Holy, bear a very different mean- muc 
ing; the one Signfying,“ married,” the other, „ Legitimate.” ſo ft 
And hence we ſee, there is no juſt foundation for that objec- ſo ut 


of thi 


« the church and ſubje& of baptiſm, as the children whoſe holi- tion c 
6 nefs depends upon this ſanctification of the parents.” For ſort « 
a perſon's being ſanctified in ſome certain reſpect, does not words 


give him the denomination of a Saint, or holy one, in the language I if the 
of the {cr;ptures; which is a peculiar and appropriate title of which 


thoſe who belong to the church, and is never given to any others 2 mod 


pf the children of men. And, fince the children are Holy, or Saints, But w. 

which is not ſaid of the unhelieving parent, though in ſome re- Writing 

ſpect ſanctified ; the children are to be acknowledged as of the are cor 

church, but not the unbelieving parent. I {theſe ha 

Nor is there any more reaſon in what is ſurther urged, 4 That legitim⸗ 

% we may as well argue from theſe words of the apoſtle, that Xx a me 

4 children of a believer, though forty or fifty years old, are to be enſe wh 

| © accounted holy and received into the church, without a per - ng unſu 
& ſonal profefion of faith, as that infants are to be ſo accounted any Gre 
| _ « and received; fince they are all alike children, and intitled to Word Ha 


lgnify le, 
t the p 
Sitimacy, 


minority, as plainly as when he gives it in charge to fathers to ation an 


ae the rights and privileges of children.” For, though it is true, 


bring "Þ their children in the nurture and admonition of the n of the 


Lord. 


tzbe holineſs of the children, which the apoſtle aſſerts, holds onlyfhe Holy 
1. With relpect to infants or minors ; which is a clear proof that 0 
tthzeſe only, and not adults are, the children here ſpoken of. . eſe epit 


or they are therefore accounted and ſtiled holy and not d the ax 
unclean, becauſe one of the parents at leaft is a believer. But this elieving « 
resſon holds only with reſpeR to ſuch as are in their minority. he Corin 
Such children as are of age cannot be concluded to be unclean fold, that 
or out of the chureh, though both the parents are unbelievers, Pe wife, 

and vnſanRified. For, adult children may act for themſelves ould the 

ad be admitted into the church upon a perſonal profeſſion offi . 
faith. And on the other hand, it cannot be concluded with any _ 

certainty, that adult children are holy, though the parents are * The 
believers, For the children may live in open infidelity, . The pport t 
connection between the faith and ſanRification of the parents, andy, are 
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chat legitimate. In ſhort, our opponents have had the boldneſs to 
that fix a Meaning 

o be enſe which the words bea 
per ing 8 by any good authority, or parallel example in 
nted n Gree 


: — 


- * * 


« apoſtle means, what they call, a matrimonial holineſs.“ And 
that the meaning of the text is, “ The 'unbebeving. huſband is 
married or . eſpouſed to the wife, and the unbe ieving wife, 
married to the huſband : elſe were your children baſtards, but 
now are they legitimate.” I do not think it will he needful to ſay: 


much to expoſe the unreaſonableneſs of this interpretation. It is 
ſo ſtrained and unnatural, it ſo finks and ſpoils the ſenſe, and is 
ſo utterly without foundation, that I think it may paſs for one 


of the moſt improbable, unhandſome, and incredible gloſſes, that 
we ſhall readily meet with upon any text whatever. The no- 
tion of perſons being ſanctified, in any ſenſe, by marriage has no 
ſort of foundation in the ſcriptures; which never once uſe tlie 


if the Jewiſh Rabbies have ſometimes uſed the Hebrew word 


a modern, and not a ſcriptural ſenſe, and is not to be regarded, 
writings, it is only the Greek words, Hagia zo and Hagios, that we 
theſe have ever been uſed to denote either a marrying, or bein 


to the apoſtle*s words whotly different from the 
e words bear in any part of the ſcripture : A mean- 


writer, ſacred or profane. And efpecially,that the 


ed to 'ord Hagios, Holy, which is predicated of the children; ſhould: 


true, nify legitimate is, for what yet appears, quite without example. 


what et the pretence then of Matrimonial Sanctification and Holy Le- 


- 


in zitimacy, 20 for an idle figment, and be exploded with juſt indig- 


jevers, 


Gon of :: - c ** f FR gether of | 
| ey C The ofily places of fcripture T have ever ſeen brought (o 
0 TheÞpport this ſtrange ſenſe, which is invented and put on the word, 


ation and contempt *. Beſides, according to this interpretati- 


d the apoſtle's reaſon againſt a believers ſeparating from an un- 
eheving confort will turn out weak and impertinent. Neither 


eſe epithets. They are plainly termed a Holy Seed, and a 


Letſed of God; not becauſe they were legitimate; bat becauſe they 


* \ * 
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Let us now conſider how this paſſage is expounded by thoſe on 
tke other fide. And here they would perſuade us, “ that the 


words Sanctified, or Holy, to fgnify thoſe who are married. And; 
which uſually figaifies a SanAifying to expreſs marriage; this is 
But whatever the Hebrew word may import in the Rabbinical 


are concerned with, And it has not yet been found, that J 


dn of the text, the ſenſe will be very poor, trifling and uninſtructive: 


ne Corinthians, nor any one elſe doubted, or had need to be 
\ old, that the unbelieving huſband had been and was married to“ 
e wife, and the unbelieving wife to the huſband. © For, how 
(elves Pould they be huſband and wife, if they Bad not been married to- 


oly, are Ezra ix. 2. Mal. ii. 15. Where mention is made of. 
he Holy Seed, and, A Godly Seed. But we have not the leaſt. | 
Faſon to imagine that their legitimacy is what is intended b 
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4 
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could. ſcarce give his words a meaner, and more ludicrous turn. 


& believer were not looſed from the bond of marriage to an unbe- 


tis married to the believer,” was not to the purpoſe of deter: 
mining, that a believer ought: to cohabit with an unbelie ver. 
This would: be only ſaying, that the matriage contract is bind: 
thg upon the unbelieving party; and conſequently, that an un- 


prove but that the believer may be at liberty, notwithſtanding, 
and that it may be expedient for him to forbear cohabitation with 
an infidel. Nor can it be ſaid, that if one party be bound, the o- 
ther cannot be at liberty. For, it is well known, that in ſome 
Eaſes, the one party may he at liberty to repudiate the other, and 
yet that other party may not be at liberty till after an actual di- 
Vorce. So that the apoſtle's reaſon againſt. a ſeparation of the 
marriage union between a belie ver and an unbeliever, according 
to the Antipedobaptiſts, will only prove that an unbelie ver 
ought not to repudiate a believer; which every one ſees, was 
not the point he was conſidering; which was, whether a lie ver 
ought to part from an unbeliever. And according to the mean- 
ing they put upon the apoſtle's words, his reaſon ought to have 
ftood thus, in order to its having any pertinency in it: The be- 
“ ſieving huſband is bound in marriage to the unbelieving wife, 
. and the believing wife to the unbelieving huſband.” Whoever 
was the author of this uncouth invention, it is certainly a great 
injury to the apoſtle, to imagine, that ſo poor a ſentiment, and 
ſuch left handed reaſoning, could fall from his divine pen, 
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THAT the infant ſeed of believers are members of the 
church, and {abje&s of baptiſm, further appears from their inte- 
+ reſt in that gracious covenant, by which the church is conſtitut- 
ed. To ſtate and clear up this argument at full length, would 
* a large diſcourſe. I muſt only give a brief ſketch. 
"I think it is granted, that all who are viſibly intereſted in the 
new covenant, are to be received as members of the viſible 
church: and that the out ward token of an intereſt in the 1 27 
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; er And, can any one believe in ſober earneſt, that the in- 
Ipired apoſtle filled up his epiſtle with ſuch a triffing ridiculous 
buſineſs, as telling his converts, that if they had children without 
being married, the children would be baſtards, but now as they 
had been married, they were legitimate ! Far be it from any | 
chriſtian to burleſque the ſacred feriptures, at this rate It is 
mere tfaveſty---A' profane inſidel, who would ridicule the apoſtle 


But, it may be ſaid, „ That the Corinthians doubted whether 


lie ver, and conſequently. at liberty to ſeparate.” 1 anſwer, if 
'- this were the doubt, the apoſile's ſay ing, „ That the unbeliever 


believer ought not to ſeparate from a believer, _ But this will not 
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nant; and of admiflion into the viſible church belongs to them. 
| After the fall of man, by the breach of the firſt covenant, God 
was pleaſed to reveal a new and gracious covenant, of which 
Chriſt was the Mediator; which was to be the rule of intercourſe 
and communion between God and his people, and the great 
charter by which the church was formed: All who were taken 
into this covenant were thereby ſeparated from the reſt of man- 
kind, and brought into a peculiar relation to God, as his people 
and ſubjeQs, to be ruled by the ſpecial laws, and obſerve the ſpe» 
cial ordinances, and enjoy the ſpecial privileges of his kingdom. 
This kingdom of grace was to make an outward appearance up- 
on earth, and have an outward adminiſtration in the viſible 
church, according to the rules which God ordained. And ae- 
cording to theſe rules, all who were viſibly in the covenant, were 
to be admitted as members of the viſible church. They were to 
have the appointed token of the covenant put upon them, and 
were vfſible ſubjeRs of the outward ordinances and privileges of 
thechurch. For, a viſible intereſt ia the covenant, a right of mem- 
berſhip in the viſible church, a right to the token of the covenant 
and ft church memberſhip, and to the outward ordinances and 
privileges, which, according to the covenant, belorg to the 
church; theſe things are inſeparably connected together, and mu- 
tually infer each other. Many, it is true, who are in the cove- 
nant viſibly, and in the acceptation-of thechutch, have not a real 
and ſaving intereſt ip new covenant bleſſings. They will not at 
laſt be owned by God as his peculiar people; nor is there a ſpi- 
ritual, effectual, and (aving application of the grace of the new 
covenant to them. Hence ariſes the common diſtinction between 
the viſible, and the inviſible church. But the out ward ordinan- 
ces of the church are to be adminiſtred to all, and only thoſe, who 


— 


are vifibly in the covenant, and of the chur cg 
Now, if this covenant, by which the church is formed and ; 
conſtituted, includes the children with the parents, then theſe s 
children belong to the church; and the token of the covenant, 
and of admiſſion into the church, belongs regularly and viſibly to 
them. This then is the point we have to proope. 
Let it be remembered, in the firſt place, that the ſuppoſition of 
infants being comprehended in the covenant, and being the fub- 
jects of its out ward adminiſtration in the viſible church, is no 


f the ways incredible, on account of any incapacity in them. For, they | 
inte- Mare certainly capable of coming under its bonds, and having the 
Hitut-Nerace of it ſecured and applied to them; and thay greatly need 
uould New covenant bleſſings. It is an important privilege to them to 
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5 belong tothe viſthle church, that they may, under its watch, in- 
n the lroctiens and d ſcipline, be trained up in the nurture and admo- 

rifible Nnitioa ef the Lord. They are alſo capable of having the outward 

cove- token of the covenant put upon them; which may-afterwards be 

nant, {W=proved by them for their excitement ee |. 
E N 8 | the 4. 
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the ſerviee of God. In ſhort; infants are, for ought that appears; The / 
- as Capable ſubjects as any of the obligations, the privileges, aud What fan 
token of the covenant ; and they Rand in like need thereof with {he four 
others. The preſumption, therefore, is not at all againſt, but ra- Wrdinan 
ther in favour of their being comprehended in the covenant, and {Watural 
in the church of God, as well as others © +... privileg 
Wem y further obſerve, that it has always been cuſtomary. for {Wion, wt 
children to be included in covenants with the parents; to come ernal a 
under the bonds, and receive the privileges therein ſtipulated. the ordi 
That this is common in covenants which take place among man · red in t 
kind is known to all; and no one imagines there is any thing un- Molemn 
reaſonable and improper in it, if the covenant be in itſelf good Pat, as 
and reaſonable. It is alſo: certain, that when God has been Werity o 

- Pleaſed to covenant with mankind, the children as well as the Wave an 
Parents have been comprehended. This appears to have been ances; ; 
the caſe in the covenant with Adam, with Noah, with Abraham, Ns pro\ 
and with the Iſraelites at Horeb. Indeed; this ſeems to have{Werity of 
been the caſe in all God's federal tranfactions wifh the children ſÞody, at 

of men. It is, therefore, altogether agreeable to the common drdinanc 
ſenſe of mankind, and the method of God's government of hisſxternal 
people, that his covenant with them ſhould reſpe& and take in evenan 
bdoth them and their ſeed... And this conſideration may, I think, {ery fan 
render it quite credible, and ſomewhat probable, that the new nd had 

_ tcovenant, by which the church is conſtituted, may be, in this re- This r 

= -ſpeR, fimilar to God's covenant tranſactions with mankind, which, e woul 
Io far as appears, have conſtantly comprehended the children enant e 
mine 8 3 anners 
But, having premiſed theſe obſervations, I ſhall proceed to the intſtrat 
Airect and poſitive proof, that the children of God's covenant {M** the c 
people, have alſo an intereſt in the covenant. The new. covenant, antially 
Which, I have ſaid, is the great charter by which the church 1s Now, t 
formed, does moſt plainly and expreſsly take them in. It was, in- he Cove! 
deed, this new covenant I am ſpeaking of, that was revealed to record 
dur firſt parents the very day that they fell, and by the propoſal, me, an 
of it to them, they were conſtituted the viſible church and people, een 
of God, before they were expelled from paradiſe.---It was again for me 
revealed to Noah after the flood,” whereby he, with his children, f mar 
were again recognized by God as his church and people. Th, Put th. 
Tame covenant was afterwards more clearly and diſtinctly reveal have I 
ed to Abraham. and the ordinance of circumciſion was annexed, 775 13 

as an out ward fign and token. And though there are ſufficient hee. 
intimations, that the ſeed. of God's viſible and profeſſed people, And tt 
had always, from the beginning, been conſidered as in the cove. Vena 
nant, and church of God; yet as this is moſt expreſsly declared and I 
An the revelation. which God made of his gracious corenant to A. n hic 
Þbraham, I ſhall take this more eſpecially as the ground of the pre- 737 
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7 he Abrabamic Covenant conſiadered. 4 


The Abrahamic covenant, I ſay, was but a plainer exhibition of 
hat ſame new and gracious covenant, which had been all along 


the foundation and Charter of the church. The addition of a new 

drdinance, and the grant of a particular country to him and his 
natural . poſterity, made no alteration in its ſubſtantial duties, or 
privileges, dut only pointed out a different external adminifira- 


ion, Which was to take place in the church. Hitherto the ex- 
ernal admin ſtration of the church ſeems to have been domeſtic; . 


red in the ſeveral families of the Patriarchs: nor do we read of 
olemn aſſemblies, for the purpoſe of attending puhlic worſhip. _ 
Bat, as God had a deſign of forming a national church, of the po- 
erity of Abraham, all the members of which were to join and 
avean external communion with each other in the ſame ordi- 
ances, and acts of worſhip; this different mode of adminiſtration 
vas provided for in the grant of the land of Canaan to the poſ- 


terity of Abraham; that ſo they might he formed into a political 


body, and live together, for their convenient attendance on holy _ 
drdinances. But this provifion, which was made for a different 
external adminiſtration in the church, is no argument but that the 
oyenant which was revealed to Abraham was, for ſubſtance, the | 
ery ſame with that by which the church had at firſt been formed, 
nd_bad all along ſubfiſ ter. Sod, . 
This may ſhew how unreaſonably ſome would infinuate, that 
ve would make ſeveral covenants of grace. 4 ny 
enant could not be revealed “at ſundry times and in divers 
anners,” and as if there might not be a different external ad- 
iniſtration of ordinances in the church at different times, and 
et the covenant by which the church is conſtituted remain ſub- 
tantially the ſame. __ C 5 
Now, that we may diſtinctly ſtate this argument, grounded on 
he Covenant with Abraham, let us take a view of it as we have 
t recorded in Gen, xvii. © I am the Almighty God, walk before 
me, and be thou perfect. And I will make m) | = 
* tween me and thee, and will multiply thee Fxceedingly. As 
for me, my covenant is with thee, and thou ſhalt be a father 
pl many nations. Neither ſhall thy name any more he Abram, © 
ut thy name ſhall be Abraham ; for a father of many nations 


have I made thee, And I will make thee exceeding fruitful, a 
nd I will make nations of tkee, and Kings ſhall come out of 


thee--- And 1 will eſtabliſn my covenant between me and thee. 
And thy feed after thee in their generations, for an everlaſting, 


covenant ; to bea God unto thee, and to thy ſeed affer thee. 


* 


And I will give unto thee and to thy ſeed after thee, the land 


in which thou art a ſtranger; all the land of Canaan for an 
everlaſting poſſeſſion, and I will be their God, Thou ſhalt 
keep my covenant therefore, thou and thy ſeed after thee in 
their generations. This is my Covenant which ye ſhall keep 


* * 


. 


. 


he ordinances of worſhip being diſtinctly and ſeparately adminiſ- * 


As if the ſame co- 


y covenant be- 
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dc between me and Aae and thy ſeed after thee: Every man 
Child among you ſhall be circumciſed, And ye fnall cfrcum- 
« riſe, the fleſh, of your foreſkin, and it ſhall be a token of the 
* covenant bet wixt me and. you. And he that is e ght days old 


_ « ſhall be circumciſed, among you, every man child in your ge- 


« neration.; he that is born in the houſe, or bought with money 
&« of any, ſtranger which is not of thy ſeed. © He that is born in 


d thy houſe, and he that is bought with thy money, muff needs 
| 6 be circumciſed; and my covenant ſhall be in your fleſh for an 
Weverlaſting covenant. And the uncircumcifed man child 
« whoſe fleſh of his foreſkin is not circumciſed, that ſonl ſhalt be 


ec Tut off from his people: he hath broken my covenant.” 
Prom this memorable paſſage, which I have recited at large, 
we ſee that the Abraham:c covenapt comprehended the children 
with the parents, in their ſucceſſi ve generations; and that the 


with . ; 
outward token of an intereſt in the covenant was to be applied 
to-infants. We may further.obſerve, that all who were includ- 


ed in this covenant» were by it conſtituted a viſible church, ſepa- 
rated from the reſt of the world to be the people of God. That 


grand article of the covenant, I will be a God to thee and thy 
© ſeed,” implies, that they were to ſtand in a peculiar relation to 


God, as his church; who were to be ſubjett to peculiar laws and 


— __ ordinances, by obſerving which, they declared oh their part, That 
| they were his. People. This promiſe contains alſo the ſum of 


new covenant bleſſings. The promiſes and ordinances did ap- 


pexrtain only to the church; of which all who had an intereſtin 


the covenant were members. Infants, therefore, being expreſsly 


included in the covenant, were always looked upon as of the vi- 
the diſtin- 


ſible church and bee of God; and were to receive 
guiſnhing token of acovenant dedication to him 
Nor was this cavenant, with its ordinances and privilege ever 


limited to Abraham, and his natural poſterity: ; and purticular- 
Iy that article which takes the infant ſeed into the church with 
the parents, was not any peculiar privilege of the native Hebrews: 


% 


wi | 
Te. 


have the token of the covenant and of church memberſhip for 


_ themſelves and their children, who were neither the natural de- 


ſcendants of Abraham, tor were with them to inherit the land 
of Canaan. When circumciſion was firft inſtituted, not only 


Abraham, with his ſon Iſnmael, but all the males of bis family . 


were ordered. to have this token of admiſſion into the viſtbie 


Church, And it was a ſtanding rule, that Peng ſer vants, and 


- Children born in the houſe, ſhould be circumciſed. And the old 
Teſtament church did receive proſely tes from the Gentiles ; and 
this token of their intereſt in the covenant of Abraham was 


1 
[| 


was Circumcifion.appointed as the token of a peculiar inte- 
| in, tboſe temporal bleſſings, which were granted. exclufively ; 
to the natural ſeed of Abraham, as ſome. would pretend. For 
it appears that by the expreſs direction of God ſome were to 
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n to e received into the viſible church by the initiating rite. They 
and Were. adopted into the family of Abraham, and, © the bleſſing of 
Phat WR Abraham came upon the Gentiles,” and he was © made the 
m of father of many nations,” long before the goſpel diſpenſation 
ook place, and before the diſſolution of the national hierarchy o 
ſt'in che Jews, which was a middle wall of partition between them and 
eſsly he Gentiles. Even before this wall was taken away, there was a 
e vi- Noor left open in it. to receive all of every nation, who would join 
iſtin-. Whemſelves to the God of Abraham, and take hold of his cove- 
J)) WS . 5 25 | | 75 
ever W The church having been conſtituted, according to the cove- 
ular- ant, with Abraham, it muſt be allowed, that during its continu- 
with Wnce, the children are as evidently in covenant, and of the church, 
rews: Nad ſubjects of the initiating ordinance, as any others. If then it 
inte- Wall appear, that this covenant ſtands now in force, and that the 
oſpel church is in and under it, and enjoys all its privileges with-. 
ut any abridgment; the church memberſhip of infants, and their 
ght to the token of admiſſion, will ſtand upon the ſame firm ba- 
that it did under the Old Teſtament. But, if it hall appear, that 


I was not confined to the native Hebrews. 49 | 

2 Acordingly adminiftred to them and their children; who were 
ie I thereupon ſubjects of Church ordinances, and privileges. But 1 
id this their intereſt in the covenant of Abraham gave them no right 4 
e- of inheritance. with the native Iraelites in the land of Canaan. Th 
ey Which I think is a clear proof, that the covenant with Abraham, Th 
in to which circumcifion was annexed, was not any mere national COT # 
ds covenant, conveying peculiar temporal privileges to him and 1 
an hie poſterity, but it could be no other than God's new and gra- Lo 
id cious covenant; by the revelation of which, thoſe who profeſſed 5 | 
be lyconſented to it, with their children, were conſtituted his viſible | 2 
church and people, and were the regular ſubje&s of the ordi- =. 
ge, nances appertaining to its outward adminiſtration,” . _ 49 
ren The Abrahamie covenant, we ſee, did comprehend both pa- 4 
the rents and their infant children, conſtituting them members of 44 
ied ' the viſible church. And not only the natural children of Abra- If 
ud- :Mham, but all that were afar off among the Gentiles, even as many I ü 
-pa- the Lord ſn ould call, upon their becoming proſely tes, profeſſing 4 
nat the faith and religion of the church, they and their infant chil- 4 
thy aren had an intereſt in the covenant of Abrabam, and were to * 
b 
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al de- Pe covenant with Abraham, is diſanuulled, and that the church | 
eland Wnowconſtituted upon a plan entirely new; then the intereſt, ' 
only Winfants in the goſpel covenant, and their right of admiſſion into Ws 4 
family We goſpel:church, can no otherwiſe be argued from the Abra- 708 
vihbie mie covenant, than by analogy, parity of reaſon, and ſuch like — 
8, and oſiderations; which, however probable, are ſcarce concluſive. / -- uh 
he 0:1 WTheadverſaries of infant church memberſhip, would perſuade .. {om 
8 3 an that this covenant, which included the infant children, was not i 1 
m Was eds new and gracious covenant with his church, but a ſpecial . 1 
ding) apact, containing a grant of mere out ward and temporal pri- 41. 
| TTW K | | vileges, 9 i 
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0 * The Abrahamic Covenant not abrogated. 


wileges, leng finre abolifhed#. That ſtupid and ridiculous pre. 
"tence, that this was a covenant of works, I paſs over as unwor- 
thy of notice. Such wild, 1 85 ery notions muſt diſguſt all ſo- 
8 Chriſtians. It is alſo ſaid, “ That the covenant with Abra: 
ham cannot be the covenant of grace, becauſe it might be kept 
and br ken by men; and included thoſe who were not ſaved; 
was bd from r e ee its beginning time; and 
nien were in time taken inte it, and put out of it, 
not ſtay to canvaſs theſe things diſtinctly. However, the cove- 
Rant of grace may He'con ſidered as from everlaſting in the divine 
_ectee; and, however inamiffable we may ſuppoſe; their intereſt 
in it.to be, who are vitally united to Chriſt; yet, as ta therexter: 
Tal revelation, Application, aad ad miniſtration of it in the vifible 
church, it is of ho earlier a date than the viſible church which is 
JJC du t BOAL an 10 85 formed 


1 T I" FP - 2 & 3 f - 5 ' — 
OY 6 - 1] $. k TY 4 gs * * A q 
, * 1 2393 7 *. | £ * FN 1 + + 


* 


„ Pr. Gill fays, „That the covenant! made with Abraham 

e was ofa mixed Kind; that it had promiſes and mercies of a 

9 temporal nature; which pelonged to his natural ſeed, and others 

_« of a ſpiritual fort, wich belonged to his f piritual ſeed---The 

4 jatter are compriged chiefly ing od being a God to him and them.“ 

Anfwer to Dickiaſon: p. 48. But he denies, that this covenant, 

e ſo fax as it was a covenant of grace,“ was made with his natu- 

al ſeed, es ſuch, or with the natural ſeed of believing Gentiles. 

Now, if it appear that this article of the covenant, which com: 

prizes ſpiritual bleſſings, belongs to the natural poſterity of Abra - 

8 am, inguding their infants, it is then undeniable, even upon the 

Po cctor's own conceſſion; that they have an ittereſt in the cove. 

nant of Abraham, as it is a covenant of grace.” But this ap- 

pears from Deut. xkik. 10, 73. e Ve ſtand this day all of ycu 

ee before the Lord your God; your captains of your tribes, your 

==; elders, and your eficers, with all the men of Ifrael, your little 

ce ones, your wives, and thy ſtranger that is in thy camp, that 

« then favouideſt enter into covenant with the Lord thy God, 

e Tat he may efablifh thee this day to be a people to himſelt, 
6 ard that he may be unto thee a. | 

ecard as he hath (worn unto thy fathers, to Abraham, to E426 

et and to jacob.“ \We fee bere, that the ſame covenant which 


God hid fworn to Abraham, and particularly that promiſe, * | 
ſpiritual mercies, 35 


; «he a Sed to thee}?! which com prizes 
Dr. Gil juſtly owns, and is, according to Him, a covenant of grace. 
Tzaiscorenieit, and this promise, is renewedtothem, and „ thet 

bf cula declared to be comprehen dea ini. 

4, and in the fim extent. Jer. 
ri i. AL that time,“ which refers to the goſpel times, w ne! 
851 uld ſerve the Lord their God, and Druid their king, C2: 
& fait u the Lord, 1 ill be the Ga of all the families 9 
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The Abrdhomic Covenant not abrogated: 


formed by it. And, it is certain, that uaſanQified perfons may 


be regularly admitted to, and cut off from au enternal and viſible | 


intereſt in the covenant; and right to ordinances. And this is that 
view of the covenant. which comes under our preſent conſidèra- 
tion, as the ground of a viſible right to church privileges. | 
It is further objected, © That if the covenant with Abraham 
be WfraBrogateds as a part of the former adtainiflration, cireum- 


ill remain an force.“ But this conſequence we deny. 


6 maſt orce.'” But 2 ey. 
o can it be made to appear, that the external aIminiftration 


of the vifible church cannot be changed, but by hob Mine Hat ; 
gracious covenant; by which the church is formed; and fo di- 


ſolving the church itſelf... The apoſtles declare plainly, that we 
are free from the yoke of circumciſion. But that the covenant with 
Abraham is diſannulled, or curtailed in any of the privileges it 


conveyed to the viſible church, they never once int mate, but 
declare to the contrary, as we ſhall fee preſently. We do not i- 
magine,: that the change of the Sabbath from the ſeventh to the 


y 1 „ > 
. * & a. * D 
7 N i 


cavenant of grace. The new.covenant was promiſed to the houſs 
of Iſrael and Judah, which maſt doupÞtieſs comprehend the chil- 
dren of their families. And, the ſame prom:{e is made to them, 
© I will be to them, a God, and they fhall be to me a people,” 


- 6 


ver. 37. Ang, thoſe promiſes which peculiar.y appertaia to the. 


covenant.of grace, andcoutaina grant of ſpiritual lefg, are, 
in ſeripture, often mae to the ſeed or natural poterity of God's 


PR. See Deut. xxx. 6. Iſai. xliv. 3, 4. Chap. Iix. 21. And 
; | 


ſe bleſſings of the covenant of grace, made with Abraham, are 
come: upon the Gentiles, or nations to whom Abraham is becom: 
a father, according to the divine promiſe, c That they might ob- 
« ta!n the promiſe of the Spirit through faith.” They are; there - 
tore, the privilege of us and our children, as ſhall afterwards bs 
ewn. And, whereas it is objeRe3, that all who have an intereſt 


in the covenant of grace, muſt needs he heirs of ſalvation; Which! 


e cannpt think is the caſe of all the natural offspring of church 
members : I thall only ſay, at preſent, though profeſſed believers 
and. their children are alike intereſted in the covenant, and viſibly 


4 


heirs of ſalvation, and as ſuch, the ſuhjects of church ordinances; 


yet, this does no more inſure final ſalvation to all the children, 


7 


th an it does to all Ae But this will be further con- 
nd, if the covenant of grace, in reſpect of 


fidered in the ſezuel, 
its external adminiſtration, compreliends ſome who ate not par- 
takers of its ſpiritual and ſaving blefings, we have ho niore reaſon 
to think this ſubje a increlible, than that the vifble church, which 
ir the ſubſect of. ordinances, mould contain hypocrites. The rule 


God. has given to direct us in our adminiflrations, was pever de- 
hpned to make a perfect ſeparation of the ele from the retof 
mankind, in this world. This is none of our concerns. 
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52 The Abrahamic Covenant wot abrogated.” 


| frſt day of the week, is any proof that thefourth'commandment 
is repealed, How weakly then do men urge the change of the 
. outward token of admiffion into the church from circumciſion to 
bra as à proof that the covenant with Abraham is difan- 
But our opponents, „deny, that baptiſm comes in the room 
« of circumciſion.“ And if we ſhould ſuppoſe with them; that 
it does not, it, would he no proof but that the covenant itſelf may 
remain, though the outward token be laid afide, as it is certain 
that the ſame Covenant for ſubſtance had been revealed to, and 
adminiſtred in the church, long before circumciſion was inſtituted. 
And if the covenant rem in, infants are tl] church members, 
and conſequently are the ſubjects of baptiſm, as all church mem- 
bers axe allowed to be. But, indeed, it is no better than wrang- 
ling to deny that baptiſm comes in the room of circumciſion : | 
What we mean by the affertion' is, that circumcifion being ab- 
rogated under the gofpel diſpenſation, baptiſm was inftituted to 
be an outward token of an intereſt in the new covenant, the fa- 
cCramental rite of admiſſion, into the viſible church, the ſign and 
- badge of memberſhip, even as circumciſion had” been to the fa- 
& - thers; and in à word, that it anſwers the like purpoſes in the 
goſpel church, and is of like myſtical and ſpiritual fignificancy, 

- as circumciſion was under the former diſpenſation, ' And this I 
| ſhould think our adverſaries can ſcarce deny. And, beſides, the 
poſtle terms baptiſm the circumciſion of Chriſt, or the chriſtian 
circumciſion, CSI. ii. 12. And he calls baptized chriſtians the 
Circumdiſion under the goſpel, as the people of God had been 
wont to be tiled. Phil. iii. 3. And it is certain, that the primi- 
tive chriſtians viewed the matter in this light, and fpeak of bap- 


tiſm. as the goſpel circumcifion. But we may have occafion to 


— ” 


conſider this point further in tlie ſequel. 


Indeed, as circamzifion was afterwards annexed to the Horeh 


+ is — 


covenant, and ſo became an ordinance of the national church, 
and worldly ſanQuary of the Jews, binding the ſubjects to the 
_ - obſervance of the whole Moſaic law, in this relation ayd'reſpeR, 
it muſt of courſe have ceaſed with the other Jewiſh ordinances, 
when that old covenant was abrogated---And if our opponents 
; 4 only mean, to deny, that baptiſm comes in the room of circum- 
if. Ccifion,, conſidered as a Mofaic ordinance, we ſhall not contend 
11 with them. But it ſhould be remembered, that circumciſion had 
heen appointed as a token of the Abrahamic covenant, long be- 
ſore the Horeb covenant and national conſtitution of the church 
had a being. And I ſhall ſhew, that the Abrahamic covenant 
is the very ſame that the goſpel church is now under; and that 
itt never was diſannulled. But as circumcifion had been annex- 
| dec to the Horeb covenant, and ſo became a Moſaic ordinance, 
When God ſhook heaven and earth, and put an end to this old 
* © covenant,'and the national hierarchy, he was pleaſed to lay cir-, 
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die Abrahamic Covenant not abrogated. 53 


cumcifion quite afide, and appoint baptiſm in its Read; as the la- 


crament of induttion into his goſpel church. But that covenant 


which had been revealed to Abraham, and had been the founda- 
tion of the church from the beginning, was not ſhaken or made 


void, but confirmed; as we ſhali ſee. 


- 


ol 


It is objected, „That the apoſtle has declared, that the cove- - 


«nant, Which was the foundation of the | Jewiſh: church, of 


« Which . infants were members, is waxed old, and van ſhed 


te away.“ Heb. viii. 8, 9. I anſwer, The covenant which the 


apoſtle ſays was ready to vaniſh, was that, which God made 
with the Fathers, in the day that he took them hy the hand, to 
lezd them out of Egypt; that is, the covenant at Horeb. But 


tlat covenant, which is the foundation of infant church member- 


ſhip had been revealed toAbraham hundreds of years before; and 
the apoſtle does not ſay, that this, had waxed old, or was diſan- 
nulled ; but the contrary... Infants were indeed members of the 
national hierarchy of the Jews, which is aboliſhed.” But they _ 
had been church members long before this national church wag 


formed; nor. was the foundation of t 


| | | their memberſliip ſhaken, 
when that diſpenſation was taken away. + 8 


There is another objection againſt our ſuppoſing that the 


Abrahamic covenant is that new covenant,” which the. goſpel | 
o not 


church is under, which looks more plaufible ; though I 


find, that our opponents have made uſe of it: Arnd that ie, 
« That the apoſtle calls the chriſtian covenant a new.one, as 


« compared with that old one, which was vaniſhing. But it ſeems 
« we make this new covenant much older than the coveaant of 


« Horeb ; even. as old as Abraham, and nearly as old- as the 


« creation.” But the anſwer is not difficult. Though the reve- 
lation of the new covenant was as early as the firſt conflitution of 
a church in the world, and the grace and bleſſings of it reached! 


backward fo the fathers in the earlieſt ages; yet the covenant 


itſelf was tot ratified and fealed, till the ſhedding of Chrift's 


blood.” It was the death of the teſtator that confirmed: the New | 


Teſtament. This was long after the old covenant had been ra- 


tißed and ſealed by the blood of beaſts. At the ſexling the new N 


covenant, the old began to vaniſh. The apoſtle, therefore, very 
properly places the date of the new covenant at the tima when 
it was ſolemnly ratified and ſealed, and not when it was firit no- 


tited and promifed. - The efficacy of the newcovenanty/as well 


as of Chriſt's ſacrifice, extended to every paſt age of the church; 
and. they who died long before this ſacrifice was offered, and this 


covenant ſealed, had an intereſt in them.---Briefly then, the deatiy | 


of Chrift, inſtead of diſahnulling the covenant of Abraham, anc 
the church memberſh'p of infants, has confirmed and ratified - 
both ; as I all now go on to prove; having thus far touched, 


ang 1 hope, removed, the moſt conſiderable objections to this 
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54 The Abrabamic Covenant cenfirmed by Chriff. = 


Loet it then be conſidered, that the covenant of Abraham, con- 

taining, a charter of privileges for the church, and the right of 

memberſhip. for infant children, being. an undoubted privilege _ 

granted in this covenant ; it muſt be preſumptuous and in jurious 

toc any to deny that this covenant ſtands in force, or to ohm ir £ 
unleſs 


that infants are now cut off from this right and privilege, un 


they can prove, that God has taken away this covenant, or at teaft 
has cancelled that article, which is the foundation of infant 


church memberihig. But there is no intimation in the ſcriptures 


that this covenant is diſannulled, or that infants are cut off from 
their intereſt in it. The old covenant, which the apoſtle fays 


-was vaniſhing, was the covenant made with the Iſraelites, when 


God led them out of Egypt, as, has been ſhewn. But of the abo- 
ming that covenant which conftitutes. infants, church members, 
there is nothing to be found in the whole bible. And, tilt it can 


be proved to be aboliſhed, it muſi be conſidered and held as valid 
AS ever. * | | | | 


It is further to be obſerved, That this is called an everlaſting 
Covenant, Gen. xvii. 7. which would be a deciſive proof, that 

it was not diſannulled, were it not that we find the word, Ever- 

lifling, in ſcripture, ſometimes fignifying a limited duration. 


But it muſt at teaft fignify, that this covenant was to continue tilt 
it was taken away by the fame divine authority, by which it 


Was at firfteflabliſhed. And as we find no fort of evidence that 


:abides in full force. | 5 „ | 


Phe apoſtles are fo far from teaching, that Chriſt has diſannull- | 


ec God's gracious Covenant with the fathers, or taken away any 
- of the privileges therein granted to them or their children, that 
Pol aflerts to thecontrary, in Rom. xv. 8. Jeſus Chriſt was 
<c*qa miniſter of the circumcifion for the truth of God, to confirm 
<:-t1;0' promffes made to the fathers.” Theſe promiſes are ſum- 
mirily contained in the covenant with Abraham, that the Lord 
world be à God to him anct his ſeed ; that he fhould be a father 
| tions; and that all the nations of the earth ſhould be 


of many na * | | mond b 
pifeffed in him. Theſe promiſes are all confirmed by Chriſt. 
triarch of the church. He is conſtituted the 


Abraham is the pa ö 18 | 

facner of all them that believe; of all the people. of God, of 
75 er y i 2 ; 25 PK 

1 8487 Abo were not his natural deſcendants, are received into the 
number, and. entitled to the privileges of his children. He is 
112de the father of more nations, than are derived from his blood. 
AA thee nations of the earth de rive bſeſſinęs from him, and hold 
eit church 


cant Vit Abraham, has indced, been accompliſhed, more 


early face Cbriſt confirmed it, than ever before. His fami- 


i; has been larger, ald he bas been made a father of more nations 
F + G2 » | | * 7 
zan ezer. This 


— 
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nation; who are adopted into his family. Even tie Gen- 


of cileges under himyas his children and heirs. . The 
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children with the parents into the church, is confirmed, a8 well 
as the reſt. It would be moſt unreaſonable to think otherwiſe, 
when the ſcriptures never hint that this article is reſcinded. --- . 


Aud we have beſides, good evidence, that the chriſtian church 


% 


the covenant, to greater advantage than-ever,, 

The apoſtle tells us again, that The covenant: with Abraham 
% Was confirmed of God in Chriſt, and that the law which was 
« 430 years after, could not diſannul it.“ Gal. iii. 17. And will 


has not loſt this privilege, but their children are ſtill children of 


any yet inſinuate, that Chriſt has diſannulled this covenant, which 
apoſtle's ar- 


God confirmed in him ? This would overthrow the 
gument ; who confutes the error of the Judaizing teachers about 
juſtifications by the ſtability of the Abrabamic covenant : which 
would be inconcluſive, if that covenant was not in force: «. 

Indeed, the third chapter to the Galatians, and fourth to the 
Romans are a proof, that the covenant with Abraham abides in 
force, under the goſpel diſpenſation, and that Gentile bellevers, 


with their children, have an intereſt in it, which can never be 


evaded. The apoſtle ſays, that“ They who are of faith, are 
« the children of Abraham, and are bleſſed with faithful A. 
„ braham +.” And being his adapted children, they are heirs, .. 
They inherit the bleſſings of his covenant; and all thoſe privi- 
leges of church memberſhip, which were granted to Abraham 
and his ſeed, belong to believers. And as it was one covenant 
privilege of the children of Abraham, to have their infant chi 
dren taken into the covenant and church with them: This 
privilege is tranſmitted by the covenant, to all who are adopted 
inte the family of Abraham; otherwiſe they are cut off from. a 
part of that inheritance of church privileges which was intailed 


upon the children of Abraham. The apoſtle adds, „The bleſfs ., 


« ing of Abraham is come upon the Gentiles, through Jeſus 
* Chriſt J. Which is, as if he had ſaid, the bleſſings and privi- 
leges granted in the covenant with Abraham belong and are con- 
veyed to the Gentile church: The very ſame privileges with6ut 
any diminution, both for them and their children. If ye are 
FFF „„ hr, 


* It is objected, that © the covenant, of which circumcion 


* 


„was appointed for a token, was not 430 years before the giv- Sg: 


jag of the law ; and ſo could not be that covenant, which the 


* apoſtle ſays was confirmed of God in Chriſt.” / 'But,I anſwer, 


that it was the fame covenant for ſubſtance, tha had been re- : 
ealed to Abraham many. years before circumciſion was inſtitu · 


" : 6 2 


ed. And if the apoſtle reckons from an earlier revelation. of the 


ame covenant, than that in Gen. xvii. it will not affect our ar- 


Wument from theſe words: Since it was one and the ſame cove- 


ad was confirmed of Go 


ant that e revealed to Abraham at different times, 
LEY 7 Gal. 11. 77 9˙ 
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4. Chirif 15, then are 2 e Abraham's ſeed, and heirs actording to 
and promiſe of God granted to the children and heirs of Abra- 
tiles are entitled to; For they alſo are declared to be the chil- 


writes in the fourth chapter to the Romans, quoting thoſe words 
of the covenant, “ I have made thee a father of many nations J, 


aud conſequently are com prehended in the covenant and church, 
together with their offspring. 1 5 1 


E 


[ i : the Jews of the bleſſing and covenant of Abraham, they are ad- 


the ſame body the church, which was formed by this covenant; 


— 
3 


S 


was expreſsly to them an : 
VVV „Point 
r ; . 4 ? : 0 5 1 N . 18 a Io * % 


' AD 


with Abraham contains a grant of external church privileges, 
and alfo of ſaving bleſſings, to his children and heirs, that is the 


_  miniftred by men, according to rules by him preſcribed; ſo he 
has given direction, that all thoſe who are viſibly and in the ac- 
count of the church children and heirs of Abraham, or chu rch 


Fe. 


vileges of God's covenanted people. And God has plainly de- 
clareèd, that all the natural poſterity of Abraham in their gene- 


Church, and in human acceptation intereſted in that covenant, 
in which it was promiſed, that he would be a God to him and 
-bis ſeed. All theſe, I ſay, were viſibly heirs of Abraham, until 


- 


5" od * OR 'T not 


% 


” 


the promiſe .“ Whatever privileges were by the covenant 
bam, whether for themſelves and their ſeed, the chriftian Gen- 


5 dren and heirs of Abraham. To the ſame purpoſe the apoſtle 
as a proof, that Gentile believers are the children of Abraham; 


td theirs, and of the ſame body, and partakers of the promiſe in 
c Chriſt, by the goſpel.“ That is, they are fellow heirs with 


mitted to that inheritance of ſpiritual privileges, which God's 
cowenant and promiſe conveyed to his deſcendants; they are of 


Ad partakers of the promiſe; that ſame promiſe of the covenant 
which had been the F of the church all along, and 
A their children &. And this ſeems to 


In vain would our opponents evade theſe proofs by alledging, 
ce That it is only the ſpiritual children of Abraham, that have 
cc an intereſt in the covenant of Abraham, and are heirs of the 
44 privileges therein contained.“ In anſwer to this, it may ſuf- 
_  fice to give a plain and brief ſtate of the caſe. The covenant 


church. The ſpiritual children of Abraham (if we may uſe the 
me ere are the inviſible church, who are in God's ac- 
| count heits according to the promiſe, to whom the ſpecial grace 
of the covenant is ſavingly applied. But, as the ſpiritual ſeed 
are known only to God, and as it is the will of God to- have a 
viſible church, in which his ordinances ſhould be outwardly ad- 


= _ © members; ſhould be admitted to the outward ordinances and pri- 


ratiaus, were to be received as his leirs,, members of the viſible 


"2: 1 14 . 1 9 Fr iX Boi ; And i 
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Believers and ibeir Chilarenin Abrahants Covenant. 3 


point out the true interpretation of that ancient prophecy in 


Gen. ix. 27.“ God ſhall enlarge, or perſuade Japheth, and he, 
4 Mall dwell in the tents of Shem, and Canaan ſhall be his 


« ſervant.” Hereby we are to underſtand, that the Gentiles, 


who were the poſterity of Japheth, ſhould be taken into the 
houſe and family ef Abraham, deſcended from Shem: 14 5 is, 
%%% „ —̃ "BOP, 


not only the natural poſterity, but all others, who ſhould defire, 
to join with them in the faith and worſhipof the true God, were, 
alſo to be reputed and admitted together with their children, as 
heirs of Abraham by adoption - And accordingly, he became 
the adoptive father of many nations, befides his natural deſcen- 
dants. Now, as believers are the children and heirs of Abraham, 
as Paul ſays, and as the bleſſing of Abraham is come upon the 
Gentiles,their natural poſterity muſt ſtand upon the ſame footing: 


exactiy with the children of the other heirs, and ſo are to be ac- 
counted and admitted as viſible heirs of thoſe privileges which. 
were entailed upon the family of Abraham. in their ſucceſſive, 


generations. For the covenant contained an intail of the ſame, 
outward privileges on the children of thoſe heirs: It conveyed 
the right of heirfhip-to them and their ſeed, until they ſhould be 


difinherited by divine order.---As therefore the natural poſterity 


of Abraham were certainly vifibly in covenant, and as. ſuch had. 
a right to the ordinances and privileges of the church, though 
many of them were not, in God | 
of Abraham, ſo are alſo the natural [poſterity of all believers, 
who are alſo the children and heirs of Abraham: the intail of 


theſe privileges on the children being an article of the covenant. 


of Abraham, and a - of that bleſſing of his which is come up- 
on the Gentiles- 


God's account all were nat Iſrael that were of Ifrael, yet in the 
account of the church, and with reſpect to an external right to 
church privileges, they all Rood upon a level. Though the ſpe- 


cial grace of the covenant is ſecured only to the ſpiritual. ſeed, 


yet the outward privileges of communion with the vifible 


church belong to all who are viſibly intereſted in the covenant, 
and ſo in human account the heirs of Abraham, that is, to pro- 
feſſed believers, and their children. In fine, as the old cove»: 


nant was made with the houſe of Iſrael, including the little ones, 
as the phraſe commonly fignifies, and as all acknowledge, ſo the 
new covenant is alſo made with the houſe of Ifrael, Heb. viii. 8, 9, 
add ſo muſt, in like manner, include the whole family, even the 
infants of confederate believers.---Salvation comes to their houſe,” 
is Chriſt ſaid to Taccheus; that is, to their family, according to 
hat promiſe, Jer. xxx. 20. T heir children ſhall be as aforetime,, 
that is, children and heirs of the-covenant. And accordingly it 
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bs account, the. ſpiritual children 


r is this bleſſing any other wiſe reſtricted to 
the ſpiritual ſeed now than it had been all along. Though in 


, rc 0 
3 * * 3 8 . * £ 
D . - - «Ars 
r — 
— PS 2 222 5 
r EIN 
x Er Roa. - 1 


9 P . 
1 I ” 9. 

4 x 2 ARTE. 
Fs 2 2 
N — n 
. 


38 De Argument from Rom: xi. 16, 1% 
they ſhould'be taken into thit ſame church, aj enjoy the pri. 
- vileges of that ſame covenant, in which the children of Abraham 
were born and lived. For to ſuppoſe the meaning to be, as ſome 
take it, that « God'ſhall dwell in the tents of Shem,“ will make 
the laſt clauſe of the verſe a needleſs repetition of what had been 
faid juſt before; viz. that Canaan ſnould be the ſervant of Shem ;. 
whereas, it is much rather to be underſtood, as foretelling that 
ine be his ſervant who was to dwell in the tents of 
Shem, that is Japheth's. However, it matters little how we take 
this text, as long as we have much clearer and more convictive 
proofs in the New Teſtament, that Chriſtians With their children 


are taken into the ſame covenant and church in which Abra- 


ham and his ſeed had an intereſt and ſtanding. - Two or three 


* 


| 21 Rom. xi. 16, 17, the Apoſtle ſays, “ If the root be holy ſo 
et are the branches.“ By the root We are to underſtand the pa- 
triarchs, the fathers of the Jews; and the branches are their de- 
ſſcendants. The patriarchs were holy as being in covenant; and 
members of the church; and their children the natural branches, 
are alſo holy in this rèſpect. For, they were alſo comprehended 


in the covenant and church with their parents. It is a federal ho- 


| linefs, the holineſs of church memberſhip, or a viſible ſeparation 
and dedication to God, that is here attributed both to the root 
and branches. They being of the vifible church, were called a 

holy people; and the outward ordinantes and privileges of the 

church were tlieirs. Inherent ſanctification is not the holineſs 
here meant. For that is not derived from parents to children by 
natural generation. The branches are not therefore the ſubjetts 
of ſaving grace, becauſe the root is ſo. But, if the root, or the pa- 
rents, are federally holy, as being of the church, and intereſted 

in the covenant; ſo are the branches, or the children: For theſe 

Allo are in the covenant, and of the church. This was undoubt- 
eellly the caſe in the Old Teſtament church, as all allow. They 
were born church members. The branches were as much fo as 
the root. If tlie former were holy, the latter were ſo of conſe- 


- quence; and the token of church memberſhip was put upon them 


in their infancy.” The Apoſtie goes on, Tf ſome of the branches 
% (that is, the unbelieving Jews) were broken off, and thou, ( 
„ being a wild olive, wert graffed in among them, an! 


* 
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e | 1 TB: 1+; rr 4 TE 8 2 
is promiſed in that moſt remarkable prophecy of the ealling of the 
2, Gentiles into the goſpel church, : Iſa, xlix. 22: that Sec would 
lift up his hand to the Gentiles, and ſet up his ſtandard to the 
people, and they ſhould bring the ſons of Tion, or the members 
of the Chyrch, in their arms, &c. as infants are wont to be car- 
. 1 plain iutimation that the goſpel church was to receive 
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more I will mention, which are, I think, very full to this pur- 
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church members, yet they were liable to be broken off. Thus 


it befel the greater part of the jews: They were by their unbe- 


lief broken off from the ſtock they before ſtood upon, that is, the 
church. They loſt their ſtanding therein, and the privileges of 


members: And the Gentiles were graffed in tothe ſame olive, | 


from which the unbelieving Jews were broken. They were ta- 
ken into that very covenant and church, along with the believ- 


ing Jews, who were the natural branches, that never were bro- 


ken off, but maintained their ſtanding. The olive tree of the 
chürch, ſpringing-from Abraham as its root, or patriarch, and 
conſtituted by the Abrahamic covenant, was not cut down, and 
anew one planted.; The church, which had Rood from the ear- 


ly ages of the wor ld, was not diſſolved, and a new one formed up- 


on a foundation and plan entirely different: But the Gentiles 


were graffed in along with the believing Jews, who were the only. 
living and ſound branches that remained, after the unbelieving 
Jews were broken off. They became the adopted children of A-_ 


braham, were taken into the church, which was ſtill conſidered 
28 his family. The olive tree ſtill Rood upon the fame root as be- 
fore; and the Gentile converts were admitted into, the ſame co- 
yenant, were laid under its bonds, and veſted with all its privi- 
leges, to as great advantage as if they had been the natural 

ranches, or deſcendants from the holy fathers. This is what 


is meant, by their partzking of the root and fatneſs of the o- 


live“ The unbelieving; Jews could not poſſibly be broken off 
from any churchy-but-that which was formed by the Abrahamic 
covenant, of which infants were certainly members; for they ne- 


ver belopged to any other. The Gentiles were graffed into the 


ſame tree, from which the others had been broken. They par- 
took of the ſame root and fatneſs; that is, were endowed with the 
ſame covenant privileges. Which is a full proof, that the cove- 
nant with Abraham is not abohſhed; but remains in force, and, 
that the church-conſtituted by it, of which infants were undoubt-, 


ed members, was not diſſolved; but_that the Chriſtian 'Gentileg 


ate taken into it, along with the believing Jews, who ſtill remain- 
ed in it; and the children cf the believing. Gentiles ſtill had the. 
ſame right and privilege of church memberſhip which Abraham. 
poſterity had all along. And this is agreeable to the wart 
which Chriſt gave the Jews. Matth. i. 43. The kingdom. 
of Sad ſhall be taken from you, and given to a nation”Thate 


given. updiminiſſied, to the Gentiles. To this we may add thoſe. . 


worde, Matth. viii, 11. Many ſhall come from the eaſt and the 


K weſt, and ſhall fit down with Abraham, Iſaac, and Jacob, in the 
kingdom of God,” That is, the Gentiles hall be taken into 


4 


*. with them partakeſt of the root and fatneſs of the olive tree; 
be bgaſt not.“ | Though the branches had the federal holineſs of 
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© ſhall bring forth the fruits thereof.“ The ſame kingdom of A 


God, or church privileges, which were taken from the Jews, were 
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4 — Objeftionsr ond \Enafons. obvialtd. = 
ie family of Abraham; into the ſame covenant and church 


rivileges with them, (ſo the words are expounded. by ſome good 
nterpreters) “““ but the children of the kingdom, (the unbelievy 
ing Jews) ftalFbe"caft ont (of the church) into outer darkneſs ;?? 
they ſhall be abandoned and giver up to ignorance, blindneſs, and 
- mkdelity, like'the heathen, wha arg without; as well as puniſh- 
ed by e world, and by the fire of God*s 
Wrath, which ſhall burn to the loweſt heli; under which they 
ſhall weep, and wail) and gnaſh their teeth for rage and;anguiſh. 


> 


| of no weight.” They deny that the Gentile converts were taken 
_ into the Jewiſh' church, which, they ſay, was aboliſhed and 


coœvenant of Horeb, was taken away, as well as the political-go- 
. vernment of the Jews, But the church of God, formed by the 
this covenant diſannulled by that of Horeb, as the apoſtle teach- 
| 4 which the Jews were broken off: and that muſt. be the Jewiſh 

church as conſtitüted by the Abrahamic covenant. © Though the 
_ Moſaic hierarchy was falling, the church ſtood firm under that 
_ ſame covenant by which it had been formed long before that hi- 


erarchy was eretted. This is that covenant on which the church 


Jes were caſt; and into which the Gentiles were taken. 


1 * 7 1 1 


Some have pretended that “ Chriſt is the holy root, and 
« Chriſtians are the branches, which the apoſtle here means.” 
But this is manifeſtly abſurd. For then we muſt ſay, that ſome 
of Chrift*s branches are broken off; that is, the infidel Jews, 
Who never were in Chriſt, no not ſo much as by an outward pro- 


—. Q ᷣ ᷣ , , 9 
But the more common 8 is, © That the goſpel church, 
« conſtituted at firſt of believing Jews, is the olive, into which the 
„ Gentile converts were graffed. But how could the unbe- 
lieving Jews be broken off from the Chriſtian church, when they 
never were in or of it? To this it is only ſaid, that the unbeliev- 
ing ſews were left out of the church. What! Is that a break- 
| 5 off? A ftrange fancy } A new, vnheard- of way of breaking 


what never was on. Is the Chriſtian church their 
wn olive tree, and are they the natural branches who never 
mers branches of it at all; never were in it: 

It is indeed a matter of patience, to ſee how heroically men 


o 


The plaineſt and moſt pointed ſcripture teſtimonies that. ſtand 
directly in oppoſition to them, avail nothing. New ſenſes, never 
. heard of before, mutt be forced on common words. Holineſs” 
. muſt mean legitimacy; breaking off muſt fignify leaving — 
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The exceptions of the Antepedobaptiſts to this argument are 
taken away. *Tis true, the national church ſtate, ſormed by the 


Covenant with Abraham, had ſubfiſted long before. Nor was 


es. The Gentiles were graffed into that olive, or church, from 


memberchip of infants is founded; out of which the unbelie ving 


Who are devoted to their ſchemes, will kick againſt the pricks, 
_ _ and affirm and deny almoſt any thing, rather than give them up. 
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die Promiſe ef the Covenant. 6 © 


Ba rs ) | 
what was never in; rather than (infants be allowed any place in 


the church. In this way of managing a debate, people never , 
need en They are out of the reach of argu- 15 
But, let us once more hear what the ſcripture: ſays.-When Wii 
thoſe, who were pricked in their hearts, on the day of Pentecoſt, .. ih 
ſaid to Peter and the reſt of tie apoſtles, Men and brethren, what « 
Mall we do? Peter ſaid unto them, „ Repent and be baptized. #3 
„ « every one of you in the name of Jeſus Chriſt, for the remiſſion 0 
re « of fins, and ye ſhall receive, the gift of the Holy Ghoſt. For 'y 
n be promiſe is to you, and to your children, and to all that are | 
id BE ©. afar off, even as many as the Lord our God ſhallcall.? Acts ii. +3 
he 8, 39. Fhat it was the covenant with Abraham, that is here called 14 
o- tie promiſe, will appear from the following conſiderations.— 14 
he 1% This covenant is commonly in the New Teſtament called the — 
as. Promiſe, by way of diſtinction and eminency. See Rom. iy. 13, v3 
"hs 14. © For the Promiſe, that he ſhould be heir of the world, was not 1 
m to Abraham or to his ſeed, through the law, but through the = 
iſh [righteouſneſs of faith. For, if they which are of the law be 1 
he heirs, faith is made vain, and the Promiſe of none effect. There- 1 
hat “ fote it is of faith, that it might be by grace; to the end that v of 
hi- “ the Promiſe might be fure to all the ſeed, not to that '3 38 
ech only which is of the law, but to that alſo which is of the faith | _ 
ing % of Abraham, who is the father of us all.“ Gal. iii. 17. and on, 4; 18 
“The covenant which was before confirmed of God in Chriſt, „ 
and the law which was 420 years after cannot diſannul, that it 1 
18. . ſhould make the Promiſe of none effect. For EF the. inheritance - 0 
me be of the law, it is no more of promiſe, | but God gave it to al 
ws, | Abraham by Promiſe. If ye are Chriſt's, then are ye Abra- 16 4 
pro- bam's ſeed, and heirs according to the Promiſe.” Once more. 1 
ben”. al. iv. 283. We, as Iſaae, are children of the Promiſe,”? | % 
ch. In all theſe places, and in divers others, the covenant with | '4 ol 
the Fbrabam is called the Promife 3 which ſlie ws that it was com- _ 
nbe- ponly- ſo ſtiled. 2. If we compare this text with AQs iii. 25. * "0 
they e ſhall fd the promiſe there explained, to mean the covenant | k il 
tiey. Wt? Abraham. For the apoſtle, there addrethng the Jews, to : LE 
eak- ſuade them to repent and be converted, in ke, manner as he i IN 
king ad done on the day of Pentecoſt, propoſes the very ſame en- 1 
their {agement to them in theie words: ( Ve are the Children of bot 
105 or” the covenant whichGod wade with our fathers, Saying unto 4 . 
Abraham, and in thy feed ſhall all the kindreds of the earth he | 1 
men I bleſfed. His telling them that „they were the children , | I 
Hels, Abraham's covenant,” is to the ſame purpoſe exactly, as ifhe. [ f 3 
ny is told them, that the Promiſe was to them and their children. 1 
and this covenant was undoubtedly to the parents and their in- 85 2 : 
er tchitren. And their being declared children of the covenant, | 
lineſs fen that they were heirs to the privileges of the covenant. | 
g out at theſe texts are exactly parallel, and explain each ober. 
at bs +0073" ks”! 
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6 To Chrillan-and Hein de Rat ii. 39 


4 F 5 | 
The ſame apoſtle, preaching. to the ſame ſort of hearers, (that is 
the Jews) propoſes the ſame argument in different words, eden 

| DIY 
verſion for the remiſſion of ſins. So that we cannot Les h ; 
7Enant. 
with Abraham, if we will allow the apofile to 1 Sov | 
% here ſays of the prom, agtees ex- 
actly in every particular, with the Abrahajn c &venant, which 
| mand their infant 


their intereſt in the promyſe, or covenant wWith Abrabat 
der to enforce the ſame exhortation, viz. Repentance a 


doubt, whether the promiſe kere ſpoken of, be not the co 


* 


words. 3. What the apoſtle here ſays of the promiſ 


hach all along included the poſterity of Abraham, and their infan 
children, together, with the Gentiles that were Afar of, even 


as many of them, as the Lord did from, time | to time call into his 


_Comers, as the word properly ſignifies. . All, wW. n the di 
vins call, Came from afar to join themſelves to the Lord, and his 


ate ptoſelytes, or 


people, were received, together with their children, into the 


church and covenant by circumciſion; and the promiſe was to 
them and their children alſo, as has heen obſerved. The coye- 


nant of Abraham, did belong to all tlioſe, who were in, and of the 


* W 


church. Peter's hearers, with their children, being actual mem- 


* ' 2 : 


bers in the church, did not need a new call into the church, in 


erder to their being the children of the covenant and promiſe. 


But, with the Gentiles who were afar off, and out of the Church, 
the'caſe was otherwiſe. They muſt fri be called in, and become 


©, proſelytes, before the promiſe would be to them and theirs. * But 


ſo many as were thus called, and admitted into the family of 
Abraham, had an intereſt in the covenant and promiſe, as well 
as the Jews: Thus the caſe had ſtood all along according to the 
Ahrahamie covenant; and thus the caſe ſtood upon the day of 
Pentecoßt, as Peter ſays. Which ſheus that it was this co- 
venant that Peter had in his eye, when he ſaid, © The promiſe is 
to you and your children: That his words are thereſore fo he 
explained according to the tenor cf the Abrahamic coyenant: 
That this covenant,” which is. the foundation of infant church 
memberſhip, was hot then aboliſhed ; but ſtood. in force: And 
3 reſume no one will ſay it has been aboliſhed. ſince, . 
Im this | ors mi BY 
They had been born and bred in that church and Coyena) 
avhich included both parents and children. They knew that in- 
fants had always been acknowledged as church members, ever 
fine a church had been formed in the world. Tue idea of a 
Church which ſhould not admit the children with the parents, 
would have been as new and flrange to them, as a church that 
would not admit females, would be to us. A prom:fe, or cove- 
_- -nagt conveying. privileges to them and their children, would be 
nätu rally nderſtood by them in the fame manner as thoſe po: 
in the Old Teſta ment, which ſo often occur in the ſame | 
en $A Parkiculary 
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„ Wlio upon the di- 


kis manner Peter's hezrers muſt have underſtood his words. 
church and coyenant, 


upon all 
the pro 


baptiz 
Ateref 
Teaſon 
Nant w 
B43 This 
ham Rt, 
this apf 
hearers 
grant o 
Godsp 
© Circn 
« fat hie. 
his Chu: 
and heir 
bers of 
baptiſm 
The e 
intereſt 
unnatur 
% That 
1 Abra 
* Joel.“ 
prophec 
Tpeaking 


jon. 


* 


form of ex aig elſewhere is conſtantly to be thus underſtood, 


655 2 e mnuſtthn all reaſon be received as tne true interpreta - 
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*the promiſe to Abraham, which was the moſt eminent and fund a- 


on appears why it may not be taken here in the ſame 
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and till the reaſons adduced are ſhewn to be without weight, if 

- is folly to ſet up an unproved affertion in oppoſition to them. 
But Whatever the promiſe may be ſuppoſed to be, it belonged to 
Peter's hearers, and their children, as he ſays; and he holds it 
up to them as a reaſon for their being baptized. It muſt there- 
Fore be a reaſon for the baptiſm of their children alſo. If the gift 

of the Holy Ghoſt was promiſed to them, it was to their children. 
And they were to be conſidered as ſubjects of baptiſm on ac- 
count of the promiſe; not becauſe the gifts of the ſpirit were 
manifeſt in them, but in order to their receiving the gift of the 
Holy Ghoſt. For it is to be obſerved, that the gift of the Holy 

S hoſt is propoſed as the conſequence, and not the pre- requiſite of 

: baptiſm. « Be baptized, and ye ſhall receive the gift of the Holy 
But to give this plea the greateſt advantage, let us ſuppoſe that 
the pouring out of the ſpirit in his ordinary ſanctifying influences 
is the matter of that prom ſe in Joel; though Peter explains 
b »therwiſe ;. And that this is the promiſe, which he, in this text 
propoſes to his hearers, as belpe ding them and their children, 
though we have ſeen him explain himfelf otnerwiſe.- Our argu- 
ment fram theſe words, would yet ſtand good. For the promiſe 
of the fanctifping ſpirit. being included in the bleſſing of Abra- 
ham, as the apoitie plainly teaches us, in Gal. iii. 14. and it be- 
ing ſevera] times particularly promiſed to the ſeed of God's co- 
_venanted. people, (The Lord will circumciſe thy heart, and the 
heart of thy ſeed. _ I will pour my ſpirit. on thy ſeed, &c.) We 
may hence infer, that they to whom this prom.ſe belongs, are 
intereſted in the covenant and bleffing of Abraham, and may 

| properly be recognized as of the church and people of God, 
___ - Andin the faith and hope of the accompiſhment- of this pro- 
miſe, Gods covenanted people ſuld dedicate their infant ſeed 
do him, and have the token of Eis gracious covenant put upon 

EE 4 ed io, F Fe 

It is further ſaid, © That the children to whom the promiſe 
e belongs, are not infants, but adults---the poſterity of the Jews.” 
But though adults are the children of their parents, yet jafants 
too are doubtlefs children. What warrant thed have any to deny 
hat they have an intereſt in that promiſe, which is to the children 


*. = 


Ancefinirely, without any exception of infant? 


But the evaſion which is moſt inſiſted on, is, „That the pro- 
* miſe is reftrained to thoſe only, whom the Lord. ſhall call: 
4 and infants give no evidence of Hheirtbero called,” But thy 
will not bear examination. I have already ſhewn, that this pro- 

_ nile was the covenant with Abraham, and is therefore to be cx- 

" plained according to the tenor of that covenant, which included 

Int his children, and fo many of tlie Geatiles as God fhoutd 
fromtime to time call into his church. The calling of Abraham 
eee is poſterity, 0 give them a viſible in 
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tereſl in the covenant, and ſtanding in the church, till they for- 


feited and were cut off from this privilege. The reſtraining 
Flauſe, therefore, only reſpected thoſe who were not yet called 


into the church of God, and not thoſe Jews and their children 


who were then actual members and children of the covenant. 


Repentance and baptiſm, in the name of Chriſt, were required to 


prevent their being cut off from the covenant, and family of 


Abraham ; but the promiſe was then to them and their children. 
There is a plain reaſon why the promife ſhould reſpect only ſa 


many of thoſe, who are without, as the Lord ſhould call. But how 
abſurdly would the apoſtle ſpeak, according to the interpretation 


which the Antepedobaptiſts put upon his words. The promiſe 


£f is to you and your children. But neither you, nor your chil- 
e dren appear at preſent, to have any intereſt in it; and no one 


K knows, that they ever will have. Vou are not to imagine that 


t either you or your children are entitled to any privilege by it, 


« more than belongs to every man and child in the world: All 
& that I mean is, that the promiſe will belo1g to'thoſe who ſhail 
& be called. If this ſhould prove to be the cafe with any of you, 
* or of your children, or afiy other perſon, then, and not till 


* then, the promiſe will be to you and them.” If this be all that 


is intended, it had been much more plainly expreſſed by only ſay · 


in, © The promiſe will be to thoſe, whom the Lord fhall call.“ TV 


what purpoſe is all this flouriſn of words, without meaning 2 
What end can this particular mention of them, and their childreii,; 
as intereſted in the promiſe, ſerve, unleſs to perſuade them, that 
ſome ſpecial priv:lege belonged to them, while there was nothing 
at all in it? It is either inſignifcant, or fallacious; and waulc 

conyey to the underſtanding of the hearers either no meaning, ot 


2 falfe one *. | 


Dr. Gill has given a moſt improbable and ſtrange account, 
why Peter declares the promiſe to appertain to their children, 
Says he, © Whereas they had imprecated Chriſt's blood, not only 
« upon themſelves but their poſterity, for which they were under 


great concern; they. are told this promiſe of falvation. by 


e Chriſt reached to them alſo, provided they re pented and were. 


«baptized ;. which is the reafon that mention is made of their 
children.“ Reply to Clark. But how does it appear, that 
ricked in their hearts with great concern for 


theſe Jews. were 
When addrefling thetfelves to the apoſtles for 
advice, they ſay not one word about their children: Could they 
think there was no pardoning mercy for their children, upon 
their repentance, after the apoſtle had told thers, that © wheſo- 


* ever ſhall call upon tlie pame-of the Lord, ſhall be ſaved?” Af. 
ter pardon had been offered fo the/v, who had been perſonally - 


concerned in the murder of Criſt, o ſeruple could remain con- 
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65  Provillges e the Church not abridged. 


Suppoſe it were declared, that all the privileges contained in 
Dur fr me of government belonged to the native ſubjects and their 
Children, and alſo to foreigners, even as many as the government 
Mould naturalize ; and ſome one pretending to give the ſenſe of 
this declaration ſhould contend, that according to it, neither the 
native ſubjects, nor their children, had a right to any of theſe pri- 
vileges, unleſs. they ſhould, be firſt naturalized” by an act of the. 
government; would he not be thought ridiculouſly abſurd? The 
__ adverſaries of infant church memberſhip, are equally abſurd and 
uureaſonable, in their way of explaining the apoſtle's words. 
The argument from this text we have ſo long been conſidering, 
cannot be evaded. And we may further add, that fince it is on 
All hands allowed to have been a great privilege of theJewiſh in- 
__-fants; that they were in the covenant and church of God; if the 
infants of chriſtians are left out of the church; as our opponents 
teach, then the goſpel church is deprived of an important privi- 
lege, which the-Jewiſh- church enjoyed: And its conſtitution is 
llels favourable to infants. Formerly, they were children of the 
<<ovenant, and the people of God; and as ſuch had many great and 
Precious promiſes made to them for the comfort and encourage- 
ment of their parents and them. But now, if we will hearken to 
nome men, they are all to be ranked with the children of thoſe, 
_ who are ſtrangers to the covenant of promiſe, who are without 
hops, and without God in the world: And the uncovenanted 
mercy of God is the only ground of hope that remains for them. 
Ak it were a privilege to the Jewiſh infants to be members of the 
_ Charchof God, no good reaſon can be given, why a right of mem- 
berſſip in the church ſhould not ſtill be as great a privilege to 
the infants of chriſtians. But can we believe, that the goſpel 
._ *ifpenſation has diminiſhed the privileges of the church in any 
inſtance; or that it has put any clais of mankind; whether in- 
-fants or adults, in a more diſadyvantageous ftate than before; de- 
Priving them, without any fault of theirs, of their ſtanding in the 
church of God, which is acknowledged to have been an 1mpor- 
tant privilege ? This-ought not to be ſuppoſed, unleſs clear and 
_ -poſitive proof of it could be produced. But no ſuch proof has 
| e or can be found. Wherefore, to bring this argument to a 
Point: The privilege of church memberſhip has certainly been 
- - granted to the infant children of God's profeſſing people; which 
grant ſtands in force till it be re voked. Our opponents have of- 
en been called upon to produce an authentic act of revocation, 
aud the demand is reaſonable. This they cannot do. On the 
„%% ᷑ ͤ¹nũ : l 


-cerning their poſterity, whether there was hope of pardon for 
them upon their repentance. Nor had the apoſtle any occafion 
to mention their children as intereſted in the promiſe, to eaſe 
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Baptiſm in the Place of Circumciſion, 67 


contrary, we demonſtrate, that this grant has not been revoked, 


but is renewed, confirmed, and ratified in the goſpel. a NE 

As a proper appendix to what has thus far, been diſcourſed of 
the intereſt of infants in the church covenant, I ſhall juſt mention 
that common argument from baptiſm ſucceeding in the room 
of circamciſion-; but ſhall not enlarge upon it. As infantswere 
the ſub jects of circumciſion, and were recognized and marked 
as the people of God by this rite, the concluſion is very natural 


and reaſonable, that if baptiſm comes in the place of circumciſion, | 
as the token of admiſſion into the church, infants are the proper 


ſubjeAs of this ordinance ; unleſs God has declared to the contra- 
Ty ; which can never be made to appear. It is indeed dented by 
our opponents, that baptiſm does come in the place of circumei- 
fon. But Icannot find that they have explained themſelves diſ- 


tinctiy, how far, and in what reſpect, they mean to deny it. I 


own that baptiſm does not anſwer all the ſame purpoſes under 


the goſpel diſpenſation, that circumcifion did under the Moſaic. 
It does not introduce the ſubjects into a national church, and 
wordly ſanctuary. It has not a typical reſpect to the Saviour to 
come. It is not a yoke of bondage, obliging to the obſervance _ 


of the carnal. ordinances of the law of Moſes. And our oppo- 
nents, if they will be ingenuous and reaſonable, muſt allow that 
baptiſm does, in many reſpects, come in the place of circumciſion. 


It anſwers fimilar ends in the goſpel church; and is of the ſame 


general fignification ; and is to be applied to the fame ſubjects, 
that is, .church members'; and has even the ſame name given'to 


it ; and upon the inſtitution. of baptiſm, as an ordinance of ſtand- 


ing and univerſal obligation, circumcifion was no longer the to- 


ken of admiſſion into the viſible church, as it had been before. 


And this is all we mean, when we aſſert, that ba ptiſm ſucceeds to 
circumciſion. SBS, 7 Re 245% Why oh 


As Circumciſion was the outward token of the covenant, and 


of admiſſion into the church; ſo baptiſm is the token of church 


memberſhip, and of an intereſt in the new covenaat ; which F_ 


have proved, is ſubſtantially the ſame with that of Abraham, 
to which circumcifion was annexed. They are both the appoint- 
ed ſign and badge of the people of God, As circumcifion was a 


ſeal of the righteouſneſs of faith to Abraham, ſo is baptiſm to 


Chriſtians. 


Again, circumcifion and baptiſm though different in external 


rites. are alike in their ſpiritual fignification. They both point- 
ed out our native corruption, and need of purification, by an in- 
ward and ſpiritual renovation. They both fignified cleanſing 
from the guilt. and defilement of fin by the blood of Chriſt, an 
admiſſion into the church---a dedication to God, an obligation 


to walk in his commandments and ordinances, and a right to 


<bovenant privileges. | 
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63 Baptiſn 
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lay the greateſt ſtreſs upon it. 


* 


4 
— f 4 
* KP. 
% 1 F 


# Sk. 
FE of # 


"end of Cornmettes. 


e ii further to be obſerved, that baptiſm in the New Teſta- 
ment bears the name of the circumciſion of Chrift, or the chciſ- 


tian circumciſion. Col, ii. 11, 12. And the apoſtle calls chriſtians | 


the Circumcifion, under the goſpel ; which was the common ap- 
pellation of thoſe, who had under the former diſpenſation, re- 


Feived the token of induction into the church. A ſufficient inti- 


5 n 11 b 1 7 hg . 


mation that the one takes tlie place of the other. 


Accordingly, circumciſion. ceaſed to be longer the token of 
church memberſhip, after Chriſt 1 e 


ſent out his apoſtles to preach 
rite of admiſſion into the goſpel church. 
For theſe reaſons, we cannot but confider baptiſm as taking 


- » 1 


| _ 1tthat place in the goſpel economy, in which circumciſion ſtood 


under che old diſpenfation; though we readily allow that each of 
theſ& ordinances had ſome peculiar ends and fignifications, ſuited 
tothe different ſtates of the church, in Which they were reſpec- 


tively in force; in reſpect of which pecullatities they may not 


properly be parallel. And hence we argue, that fince circum- 


cifion and baptiſm. are manifeſtly fimilar in their main ends, uſes 


and ſignificancies; infants are as proper ſubjetts of baptiſm, as 


they were of circumciſion ; and that the divine order for admi- 


niſtring the one ordinance to them,  wartants our adminiſtring 


that other ordinance that cemes in its room. And the argu- 
ment is not only popular, but of real weight ; though I do not 


$ — 


But itis objeRed;.,* That the ſcriptures do not ſay, that bay: 


4 tiſm comes in the room of circumciſion.” Tanſwer, Paul's 
cterming haptiſm the circumciſion of Chriſt, is a plain intimation 


to this purpoſe; And the reaſons T liave adduced, which are 
grounded on the ſcripture, are a ſuficient evidence of the truth 


pf the aſſertion, as it has been explained. 


. 
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It is further objected, “ That the outward, rites are very un- 


4 like.“ But I can ſee no weight in this. The different ſtates 


of the church under the Old and, New Teſtament might require 
this difference of outward adminiſtration reſpecting the initiating 
It is further objected, « That the ſubjefts of baptiſm and cir- 
t cumcifion were different. Circumciſion was to be adminiſtred 


g only to males; baptiſm to both ſexes.” I anſwer. The circumci- 


Fon of the, males wag the appointed token of church memberſhp; 


to the people of God of both ſexes. . The females were account- 


ed of the circumtifion; 3, and were admitted to the holy orch⸗ 
nances which were interdicted to the uncirtumiciſed. and untlean. 
at baptiſm was inwuſe and force before 
4% Cireumcifion was 'abol ed.” I anſwer. Though ÞSaptiſm 
Was adminiſtred by John, and the diſciples of Chriſt, à ſhorr time 

before circumciſion was aboliſhed, yet this no more proves that 

the former ſucceeds not in the robm of the latter, than Solo- 
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mon's reigning with his father a ſhort time, is a proof that he did 


not ſucceed and -reign in his ſtead. But though baptiſm was in 
uſe; before, it was not fully eſtabliſhed as the rite of induction into 
the church, till the m:fſion of the apoſtles; after which, circum- 
cifton was no longer required for that purpoſe, as it had been be- 
fore; though for other reaſons it continued in uſe among the be+ 
lieving Jews ſome years longer.. FB SO of FA ETA 
It is further inquired, “ What need there was that thoſe wha 
et had been circumciſed ſhould'be baptized, if they are both ordi- 
% 'nance's of the ſame uſe and fignificancy “ I anſwer, It was the 
wilt of Chriſt, that all his diſciples ſhould receive the. new-token 
and badge of church, memberſhip, although they had been admit- 


ted members of the Old Teftiment church. And ſuch as would 
not recognize themſelves as his diſciples, were to be rejeted, and 


unchurched, and be as branches broken off by their uubelief. 
Their circume ſion became uncircumciſion, and the token of 


their being the people of God became null and void. © 


But theſe things I paſs over briefly. For, though I think they 
are well worthy of confideration, yet they may not be of ſo much 


importance in the main argument, as many have been apt to ſup- 


-poſe----But after all, ſome may think the doctrine we plead for 
will involve us in an unſurmountable difficulty. For, it may. be 
faid, „the new covenant contains a grant, not only of external 
et privileges, but of all ſpiritual and ſaving bleffings ; and ſo muſt 


et ſecure eternal Salvation to all that have an intereſt in it. But 


© can we think that all the ſeed of viſible or real believers will be 
« finally ſaved? And to ſay that the covenant grant is condition- 


ct al, if they perform the duties required on their part, will nor 
s help the matter. For if ſuch a conditionatgrant be all, this is 


© not peculiar to the ſeed of believers, but the ſame conditional 


« promiſe is made to all mankind... And beſides, it is to be re- 


«© membred that whatever conditions may be ſuppoſed in the 
«Knew covenant grant, there is an effeQual proviſion made in the 
*« promiſe of all that grace that is needful to work in us to will 
& and to do whatever is required of us in order to ſalvation.” So 
e that ſtill the ſalvation of thoſe who are intereſted in the cove- 
«© nant, ſeems to be as ſure and table as the covenant itſelf.” 

Ia anſwer to this ohjection, I would ſay, that the new Ccove- 
venant does indeed contain a grant of all ſaving bleſſings to be- 


lievers and their ſeed, but with this difference; All true beliey- 


ers have a firm prom. ſe of all ſaving bleflings for themſelves, 


whereby eternal ſalvation is ſecured to them. The ſame bleſſ- 


ings are indefinitely promiſed to their children. That is, though 


it he not promiſed that all the children of believers ſhall have that 


grace conferred on them, which ſhall iffue in their eternal (al va- 
tion, yet it is an article of the new covenant, that God will pour 
* out. his ſpirit on the ſeed of his coyenanted people, and his 


**blefling on their offspring ; by means of which, they. ſhall. 
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An Argument for Infant Church Member pip. a 


of theilt being tue people of God, as a profeſſion of faith is on be- | 
half of an adult. And if ſuch, children ſhould die in infancy, + 
their intereſt in the covenant is a good ground on which we, be- |, 
lieve they will be eternally ſa ed. And while they, lives they are, 
according to the goſpel rule, the ſubjects of ci,urch privileges and 
ordinances, as far and as ſoon as they are capable of, and afually 
meet for them. J EI ada hy J 
To theſe ſcriptural arguments in favour of infant church mem 
berſhip- I ſhall add another conſideration, which ſeems to me to 
have great weight. Ne e ee LL nd 
The jews certainly knew that their infants had an intereſt in the 
covenant of Abraham, and had always been acknowledged, re- 
cetved, and recognized by circumciſion, as being of the church 4 
and people of God. If the apoſtles had taught that infauts were 
no longer to have an intereſt in God's covenant, or be members 
of the church, or receive any token of tl eir being the people of 
God; the doctrine muft have been new, ſtrange, very ſnocking, 
and offenſive to the Jews. They muſt certainly have taken no- 
rice of it, and been greatly diſpleaſed at it. They oppoſed the a- 
poſtles with all their might, and did all in their power to render 
them odious, and ſet the people againſt them and their new doc- | 
trine. They were ready to take offence, and wanted nei her 
wit nor will to lay hold of and exaggerate a plauſible and fopular 
objetion. Such an objection they would have had, if the apo- 


files had denied that their children were to be church members: 105 


any longer. They would not have borne ſuch a doctrine, which 
declared all their children excommunicated and cut off from the 
kingdom and people of the Lord, and to have no part in him; but 
would certainly have urged the objection with a vehemence. 
Afid the apoſtles muſt have ſeen, that it highly concerned them ta 
anſwer the objeRion, and take up ſo dangerous a ſtumbling block, 
if their doctripe had given ſo obvious and fair a handle. to their e- 
nemies againſt them, But we have no hint in the New Teſta- _ 
ment, or any author, Jewiih, Chriſtian, or Heathen, that e er 1 
could find or learn, that the Jews ever made any ſuch objection to 
the apoſtles, or their deQrine ; or that the apoſiles ever attempt- 
ed either to obviate or filence it, or ſaid one word about it: Which 
is certainly a moſt violent preſumption, and may almoſt paſs for 


plenary evidence, that the apoſtles d d not,by Henying thechurch | 
memberſiip of infants, furniſh 


| pe an obvious occaſion and ground * 
any ſuch objection. Ns 8 255 


Iſnall mention but one argument more, grounded upon the 

Hiſtory of Infant Baptiſm, and the practice of the church from the 

poNelic age, according to the teſtimony of the earlieſt writers. 
e fat, in ſhort is found to ſtand thus: 1. That the validity. 

nd law fulneſs of infant haptiſm appears not to have ever been 

ied by any chriſtians till about the year 1130 ; and then oy 
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De Antiquity of Infant Baptiſm. 
by one Peter de Brois in France, with his followers, a ſmall ſe, 
which keld withal, that no infants were ſaved, and drvers other 


v4, 2 Fa 
** 


— 


groſs errors, as hiſtorians report. It ſoon dwindled to nothing. 


After which, there cannot be found a fingle inſtance, well vouch- 


3 a pexſon oppoſing infant baptiſm (except ſuch as denied 


water baptiſm) till the Anabaptiſts ſprang up in Germany about 
250 years ago. To this purpoſe we have the teſtimony of Doctor 

all, a learned, diligent and taithful'writer on the ſubjeQ, in 
his Hiſtory of Infant Baptiſm: - Theſe are his words „For- the 


“ firſt 400 years there appears only one man, Tertullian, that 
. « adviſed the delay of infant baptiſm in fome caſes, and one Gre- 
e gory that did perhaps practiſe ſuch delay iu the caſe of his chil- 
d ꝗ ren; but no ſociety fo thinking, or ſo . nor no one 


« man ſaying that it was unlawful to baptize infants. In the 


« next 700 years, there is not ſo much as one man to be found, 
t that either ſpoke for, or praiſed ſuch” delay, but all the con- 


« trary. And when about the year 1130, one ſet among tle 


1 Waldenſes declared againſt the baptizing of infants, as being 
e incapable of ſal vation, the main body” of that people rejected 


et their opinion: and they of them that held that opinion, quick- 
« Ty dwindled away and diſappeared; there being no more heard 
te of holding that tenet, till therifing of the German Antepedobap- 
ce tiſts, inthe year 1322.” Thus far Dr. Wall. To this our opponents 
have hitherto found nothing to oppoſe, worthy of credit, except 


ſome teſtimonies to the practice of baptizing adults; wh ch are 
nothing to the purpoſe ; ſince no one doubts that unbaptized a- 


dults, as well as infants, are the ſubje&s-of baptiſm. Or if avy 


have been found ſpeaking againſt the por oo of infants, they 


have appeared to beſuch as were againſt all water baptiſm. 
2; On the other hand, we have the expreſs teſtimony of the 
learned Chriſtian writers, who lived within one, two, and three 


hundred years of the apoſtles, that infant baptiſm was not only 
then commonly practiſed in the church, but had deen received 
and praQtiſed from the apoſtles; and that none were known of, 


among all the numerous fects of Chriſtians, pretending to deny it. 
The teſtimonies of the fathers ta this purpoſe, are commonly 


known by thoſe who are moderately verſed in this controverſy. 


Juſtin Martyr, who wrote about 4o years after the apoſtles, men- 
tions expreſsly ſome aged Chriſtians, who were made diſciples in, 


or from their infancy. And though he mentions not their infant 
- baptiſm, his words fairly imply it. Fur if they were made diſci- 
ples in infancy, they were doubtleſs the ſubjects of baptiſm. Ire- 
nue, who. is ſaid to have been born in the apoſtolic age, mentions 
the baptiſm of infants. He calls it, indeed, their regeneration ;--- 
but ſo baptiſm was commonly termed by the ancient fathers, as all 
who are verſed in their writings know and acknowledge. Tertullian 
wWbo lived within 100 years. of the apoſtles, ſpeaks of the bap- 
tizing of infants as a practice of the church; but adviſes to tlie 
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lay.of baptiſm to adults, till they were married, or confirmed in 


mall produce. 


clares, that infants are, by the uſage of the church, baptized for 


apoſtles, gives as full a teſtimony as poſſi ble to the practice of in- {HM 
fant baptiſm. at the time he lived. At a council of 66 miniſters, - 1 
held about 150 years after the apoſtles, it was debated, whether "jj 
it would not be proper to delay: the baptizing of infants, till the 4 
eighth day, according to the law of circumciſion. Note, it ap- 1 
pears they conſidered baptiſm as coming in the recom of circum- 1 
ciſion.] They were unanimouſly of opinion, that there was no rea- 1 
Paſſing over divers other teſtimonies as expreſs as can be de- ' 
ſired, 1 Hal only add that of Auguſtine, about 300 years aſter the 1 
A late writer, in defence of inſant baptiſm, quoting this teſti- + 
mony of Origen, aſcribes it, by miſtake, to Irenæus. Dr. Gill, 1 
obſerving the miſtake, bluſters at a ſtrange rate; charges the wri- 5 
ter with forgery; ſays there is no ſuch paſſage in Iren ęus; defies i 
the whole literary world to produce or point out any ſuch paſſage . # 
in.him, and .exciaims, 4, What a wretched: cauſe muſt infant "ol 
te baptiſm be, to require ſuch management as this!” Which de- 3 4 
claration of the Doctor has been quoted by a pamphlet writer a- = 
mong ourſelves (Mr. H. S.) to diſcredit the accounts given of the a 
antiquity.of infant baptifm. It ſeems, therefore fit, that this mat- 48 
ter be ſet in a true light, for the ſatisfaction of ſuch as may need . 
formation; 5. g how ht fog tis Fi FV = 
It is true, this writer was miſtaken in aſcribing this paſſage to i- if 
repœus; and the Doctor had,a right to correct this flip of his me- Fd 
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delay of it, except in caſes of neceflity though he has nothing to ſay 
agatnſtthe validity and lawfulneſs of it. He adviſes-alſo-the de- 


continency. Thopgh he was ſingular and whimfical in his opi- 
nion, yet he may well be admitted as a credible. witneſs that infant 
baptiſm was a common practice in the church at that time. And 
this is alb the uſe. we mean to make of any of the teſtimonies we 


Origen, who alſo lived within. 100 years of the apoſiles, and 
who was one of the moſt learned and knowing men of the age, de- 


the forgiveneſs of fin. And that an order for the baptizing in- 
fants, had been delivered to the church, from the apoſtles, who 
knew that the pollution of fin is in al 2222s. 
Cyprian, who lived but little more than 100 years after the 


mory. It was not Irenæus, but it was Origen, who lived within 
10 years oft he apoſtles, that ſays . The church received a tra- 
e dition or order from the apoſtles to adminiſter baptiſm to in- 
4 fants.“ This the Doctor knew: and his breaking out iniſuch a 
pedantic, abuſi ve, vilifying ſtrain, upon occaſion of a miſtake ot 
ſotlittle importance, and the ſcursilous inſult he offers, not only to 
the writer, but to the cauſe itſelfbffant baptiſm, maſt fland as 
auggominious ſample and monument of diſingenuity, inſolence 
and folly. #1 EE. f 1 
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apoſtles 5 who decfares that infant ba ptiſm had been every 
where conſtantly practiſed in the church, 


gibal fin, heürges the baptilm of infants as an argument; thatthey 
were ſubject tò the guilt and defiſement of lit. And his antage- 


of Chriſtendom, and ſo had the beſt opportunity of getting the 
moſt certain infor mation, and would at once have got rid of a 


invalidated the authority of infant baptiſm. 

Upon the whole, that infant baptiſm has 
pratłtiſed in the ancient 5 — ever ſince the apoſtles is atteſt- 
dd by all antiquity, and denied by no one ancient writer. The 
fathers could not be ignorant what the practice of the church was 
im a caſe fo notorious as'this muſt have been. If their truth may 


' 


be relied upon, it is an undeniable fact, that infant baptiſm has 


the church,-- -The great Calvin, therefore declares roundly, 
den that they who ſcatter it abroad among the fimple vulgar, that 


et "infant baptiſer was for many years unknown in the church, 


eis moſt foully : (fediflime mentiuntur) ſince the moſt ancient 
F writers reier its original to the times of the apoſties*,” 
_ Theexceptions'of-the Contrary party have often been obviated. 


1.:*. They object the fewneſs of the teſtimonies” in favor of in- 


fant baptiſm in the early ages of the churcli: which is nothing 


ſtrange if their was a univerſal agreement in ſentiment and prac- 


tte in this matter, as" appears to have been the caſe; and when 
it is confidered, that but few of the writings of the ancient fathers 
are come down to us, aud that ſuch of them as we have are upon 
ſuch ſibjeRs; as did not lead them toſay much of it. But if they 


ſpeak; but ang Tor infant baptiſm, they ſay nothing againit 
| lian; who yet objects not to the lawfulneſs or 
- validity of it, and even allows its expediency in ſome caſes. 2. 


it, except Tertn 


They Tyrmiſe, that ſome of the teſtimonies are not genuine; the 
credit of Which have been ſufficiently. v indicated. Beſides this, 


they have little or nothing to alledge, except arbitrary gueſſes, | 


and'ſuppoſais, not worth repeating.' © 009 2 296 | 
Now, as the practice of the church: was doubtleſs uniform at 
Hhrſt in this point, and continued ſo as long as the apoſtles lived; 
- if infauts were not baptized during the apoſtolic age (which con- 
/-_ tinned about 60 years after our Sa viour's aſcenſion) it is incredi- 
' Hle that the church ſhould ſo ſoon, and ſo univerſally depart 
from the rule and order, which had been delivered to, and un- 
3 232 Fs te 8 3 Ie I 12 H *3 34 4 | 2 0 ;verfally | 
: ; In 1 


* « Inſit. lib. 4 Cap. 16 Sect. 3. 


ene | | ever fince the a poſtles. 
And diſputing againſt Pelagius and his follo wers, who deniect ori- 


niſts, though hard preſſed with the argument, ars ſo far from 
calling the right ot infant baptiſm in queſtion, that they acknow- 
ledge that they knew not, nor ever heard, that it was denied by 

any. A remarkable teſtimony, as coming from perſons of emi- 
nent learning and abilities, who had'traveiled ovef a great part 


moſt troubleſome objection againſt their tenet, if they could have 


been received and 


obtained ever ſince the apoſtles, and was delivered by them to 
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verlally Nei by we, But it 2 any Cu ach ariking and nototi- | 

dus ing ee our. nents Ole to have taken place, 
10 "hid Bee move Ale! 115 18 18 7070 be, IS d 1 belief, 980 5 Trould 
„e agrt ed” to every r a ot © Ude individual proteſt againſt 
2 oe ore thay 1190 years'; in Which'titne, there were ſo many 
oppoſ ite parties and factions among prôfeſſed chriſtiaus, who 
© were endeavouring to krpic the credit of each other. He muſt be 
: e of human nature, t that can entertain fo erg bs ape 
0 ||-canefyde't 42S ar ument, and our whole plea, with one 
Mort: Mint rt” ir baptiſm be'd meer human invention, of 

150 lidity, 1 75 pretend, it is utterly incredible that 
dis « Who has Pifed to be With his church to the end of 
8 "world," ſhould fuffer it to be ſo long, and ſo univerſally re- 
ceived in the church; 1d that he ſhould not in more than 1000 
years Taife d up one Wit s, to bear teſtimohy againſt ſo great a 
Sr It! o of prdinanee, as renders it abſolutely void, and of 
geek. Can! we 15 Alert ſe that Chriſt had no true Thurch all this 

- Yer? or that the b iſm adininifired in it was nd divine ordi- 
nance? H w inete ted 0 10 is it; and how diſoncurable to Chriſt, 
e the ture, to fu phate that he ſo negledted 
its inter 85 a8 to 55 it whom i invention to take theplace of his 
"hol ordinince, and that . not be found one Chriſtian 
( i Tack ety, nor fo much 2 as one Cort 28 in the world, to witneſs a- 
h fuch e e Lake poffibly be imagined, that a- 
Vis, ho uuns, cone ors; oo "martyrs, who lived in all 

this 2 7275 ne th&utd” /h&'foun ohjeRting to the lawfulneſs of 
1 N mere nullity, as ſome would perſuade 


f Au 5 «this. rate And if we could 
Bum de vice hack go into tlie chürch, inflead of 
th e jo Can Fu MY one Toe when, or how; yet the 
German Avabaptiſts were the moſt utlikely men in the world: to 
be employed by Chrit Oe the inftruments of reforming and re- 
"floting wh 1 gh ſtördinances; men whoſe opinions and 
ee were fo At, as none will, at this day, attempt 
"to vin ale; 17 TS eth to have been as manifeſtly aQtuated 
by. th 00 A fy the Fyeh veever had account'sf.” 
* Le t ds a dere te What Bas been thus far diſeourſed on 
"this arguchent. "I is granted that allthoſe who are members of 
"the © viß ble church, are: 111 er ſuh fects of ba; tifm. And it 1 
ears that the infarits bFthufeh'm der 85 are alſe of thechur 
'or Chir asc Tat of fuch is the kingdom of Heaven, which 
15 $the.church. An 55 has bleſſed them with impoſition of/hants, 
which js a reli 1908 rite; and act of facred'communion; which Has 
nebe Ran zxaminiftred to an Tir the viable people 'of God. 


on t 
a rift ha 19 8 never füffered, nor will ſuffer the gates of 
fo ft t. 11 45 Athſt 
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Chriſt has declared that they ate to be received in his name, as be- 

longing to him, or of his church. They are expreſſly called diſ- 

t ples: and the allen were authorized and inſtructed by their 
2 Ga r commiſſion 
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| commiſſion, to diſciple and baptize them, ab well 45 adults. Pur 58 
ſays, that the children bee e holy; 185 none ate ever 1 

ders. They have 
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ed by the Abrahamie covenant z. which church, therefore, was 


continues to fhem and their children, and to; thoſe who are 
FA of thein as the Lord ſhall call 
8 into his chur ch Ir into t! 


reſt in the . are of the 10 
dren, are accordingly, the proper { 


Aren of the privilege of being in the coyen ant and" 


anſwer any ſuch, obje dion. Beſides, it n y the ancient 
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78 Examples of Houſpold Baptiſm. 
there was great reaſon and neceſſity that ſo important and un- 
common a circumſtance ſhould be mentioned, to prevent a 
dangerous miſtake, which theſe accounts, left as they ſtand, would 
naturally lead men into. For the baptiſm of theſe families would 
naturally be confidered as precedents for baptizing other fami- 
lies, in which there were infants. And as the conſtant and known 
pPfladtice of the church for thouſands of years, and the declarations 
- of Chriſt and his apoſtles, were in favour of infant church mem- 
© Herſhip ; how reaſonable muſt it needs appear to praQtiſe houſ- 
hold baptiſm, unleſs it were plainly teſtified and guarded againſt ? 
In ſhort, we have expreſs precedents, or examples, if not of infant 
© baptiſm, yet of houſhold baptiſm, infants: not excepted ; and 
that too upon the faith or profeſſion of the head of the family. 
For it is to be carefully noted, that in theſe accounts it is not ſaid, 
or intimated, that all in theſe families were baptized on a perſon- 
- al profeſſion of faith; but only, that the head of the family be- 
lie ved, and thereupon was baptized with all the houſe. And up- 
on the authority of theſe precedents of family baptiſm, in con- 
Jonction with the other grounds which have been mentioned, we 
; Ar ant claim the right of houſhold baptiſm, on behalf of the 
Families of believers, infants not excepted. And we challenge 


* 

* 

- 
* 
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thoſe who will not admit them, to produce an authentic order or 


pr scedent for this their refuſal. 55 Ned ©. gs 
As the goſpel, though it has changed the initiating ſacrament, 
continues infants in the ſame ſtanding in the church, which it was 
well known they had had all along; it is nothing ſtrange that we 
have not more expreſs orders and precedents touching infant 
_ *baptiſm. What need of new precepts and examples, to aſcertain 
- a point, which had in effect been long fince ſettled; which all un- 
_ .« derſtood, and all agreed in. But how infinitely ſtrange would it 
1 be, if infants, who had from the beginning been of the church, by 
rt the appointment of God, and the ſubjects of the initiating ordi- 
e nancè, ſhould be caſt out of the church, and cut off from the peo- 
= „ble of God, without any order or precedent for it in ſcripture ? 

he And yet this we muſt believe, if we deny their church member- 

x 


„ 


# -:ſhip and baptiſm, For certainly their is neither order or prece- 
dient for excluding them from the church, or from the initiating, 


kt the apofiles had refuſed to admit infants into the goſpel 
Tehurch by baptiſm, we ſhould, without all peradveature, have 
hac a plain order not to receive them. The caſe was ſuch as 
\  __ *amufl, in all reaſon; have required it. Such a great and import- 
5 Ant change in the conſtitution of the church, as would cut off a 
| ____preat part of thoſe who had always been acknowledged to be in 

= |: - Mi church and covenant of God, muſt have ſeemed ftrange to the 

| | 55 Jewiſh converts; who would naturally have expected that their 
'Y Children were ftill to be received with them, as heretofore; and 
= would, accordingly, have moved to have them Foy Arey as the. 


miffſon 
3 7 . , + 7 oj i 2 Av * * W . * Sx 8 4 d : : 8 jp . a 1 1 
37 2 8 . 1 « Ts * 5 2. - , 4 7 . * 6 0 0 4 
—ů 41 b 5 4 en ²˙- . .... K WY 3 
. * 1 -q — 2 8 1 © 5 ; * Li ; 
Eh ; 1 
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Wo, Order againſt admitting Infants: 79 


coming to the Lord's ſupper? And yet no doubt, they did ſo 
ſpel commonly. Jeſos, it ſeems, baptized more diſciples than John. 
iave- John iv. 1. Is it not ſtrange, that none of the writers of the New - 
h as | Teſtament, except John, give the leaſt hint that he baptized at all, 
zort- [though John's baptizing is often mentioned by almoſt all of them: 
off a Theſe inſtances may ſhew, how little ſuch a negative argument 
be in is to be depended on in the 'preſent caſe. 2. Is it not a manifeſt 
o the hen of prejudice, and an unfair mind, to think there is no ſuffici- 
their Went warrant for infant baptiſm, unleſs there be expreſs orders or 
and Wprecedents for it; and yet refuſe to receive infants as of the 

z the church, though there be neither precept nor precedent to war- 
e ad- Prang or juſtify our fe 'uſi ig them that privilege; with which they 
= ING 55 8 £ | Were 


miſſion of proſelytes. At leaſt, they would have enquired, whe- | 
ther the goſpel church admitted infants as well as adult believ- 1 
ers; which muſt haye given occaſion for a plain and expreſs de- i 
termination of the point, if ſo great and ſtriking an innovation = 
; was to be eſtabliſhed. - And it would be of great neceſſity that N 
ſuch a decree ſhould be promulgated and recorded, as a ſtanding il 
rule or canon, to be obſerved by all the churches. But nothing | 1 
like this appears in any writings, ſacred or profane. We may 1 
| therefore retort the argument upon our adverſaries thus: Since ' i 
- infants.had always been received. as church members, by the ini- 11 
. - tiating rite, they who refuſe ſtill to receive them, ought to be a- g 
ble to produce plain orders or precedents for this their refuſal: 
. which fince they cannet do, we conclude that the right of church | 
» 3 ſtill belongs to them, and that they are. ſubjects of | 
4 SS er Sree mi ET RG „ 5 i | 
„ 1 — was not that occaſion for an expreſs mention of the bap- 9 
* tiſm of infants, as of women: for as women had hitherto been "" 
1 admitted to the privileges of church memberſhi p, without being =. 
my circumciſed, it might well be doubted, whether baptiſm; - the ſa- IJ 
Fl crament of -admiffion-into the goſpel church, was to be admi- = 
ze niſtred to females. To remove this ſcruple, we have expreſs pre- 3 
or cedents of female baptiſm ; ſhewing that 258 of either ſex are ' oY 
2 alike proper ſubjeRs of this ordinance. But there was no room 1 
it, to doubt, whether the token of church memberſhip. were to be 1 
a3 applied to infants; nor had it ever been called in queſtion (And . i 
we put the New Teſtament Scar ee that they are mem 18 
nt ers of the goſpel church; and expreſs precedents of .houſhold 4 
ain baptiſm, without exception of infants; as has been ſhewn; nor is 1 
in- there any thing of weight to be urged againſt it. we 1 
| it If, after all that has been ſaid, the want of more expreſs orders 3 
by or precedents for infant baptiſm ſtick as a ſcruple in the minds of - 
di- any, let the following confiderations be added to what has been 1 
eo- ſaid. 1. Is it not as ſtrange, and more ſo, that we have but one q x 
re? expreſs example of infant circumciſion, in all the Old Teſtament, 3 14 
der- and not one among the Iſraelites? And yet no doubt, it was 418 
zce- | pradtiſedevery day. Is it not ſtrange, that there is neither ex- - FEY 
ting. I preſs precept nor example, in the New Teſtament, of women's — 9 1 
22. $3.) 
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Pe.re inveſted by God,” and held it without diſpute thouſands of 
Tears! Is not this to ſtrain at a gnat, and ſwallow a camel? z. 
5 Bees s it become us to diſregard, and refuſe to admit ſuch evidence 
as muſt be acknowledged to be of weight, and ſtand cavilling, 
_ that the caſe might have been made plainer ? I grant it might, if 
Bod had pleaſed. And ſo might many other truths, whieh yet 
we have ſufficient reaſon to believe. Our opponents muſt own, 
that if infant baptiſm be contrary to the mind of Chriſt, this 
would have 1 had there been an expreſs order 
A gainſt it; and much diſpute and trouble would have been pre- 
+ ., "vented. The caſe is left juſt as plain as Chriſt has thought fit-it 
Maould be. And it belongs not to us to object, that the evidence is 
not fuch {ve ſhould like beſt; but to enquire ſeriouſly, humbly, 
and prayerfully, what is truth; and thankfully toclofe with it, 
upon any good evidence of it that we can find. 4. I. et me aſk the 
objector, What he Would have? What proof would ſatisfy him? 
Wouldit give ſatisfaction, if the order had run thus: “ Goteach 
e all nations, baptizing them, and their children??? You could 
aseafily and fairly evade this, as you do the expreſs proofs we 
brios of infant church memberſhip. Chriſt ſays exprelsly, that 
the Kingdom of heaven is, or conſiſts of little children; and it is 
not denied, that the kingdom of heaven is the church ; yet we are 
_ fold, that theſe little children, which are of the church, are not 
- Infants, but adults, reſembling little children in humility. The 
' apoſtle ſays expreſsly,' that the children of believers are Ho- 
75 A character never once given in ſeripture to any hut church 
members: yet this avails nothing. A new ſenſe, unknown in the 
ſcriptures, is invented, and put upon the word, though it makes 
nonſenſe of the text. We bring expreſs ſcripture to prove, that 
the promiſe is to the children, as well as the parents; that be- 
lie vers are accounted the children and heirs of Abraham, accord. 
ing to the promiſe; and that his blefiug is come upon the Gen- 
| tiles: And the right of church memberſhip for his natural poſte- 
- - + rity, was certainly one article of this bleffing-* Yet our opponents 
2 oon Wrigghng and wrangling,” againſt all this evidence, up- 
Sn no better foundation than their own arbitrary con jectures and 
By potheſis. Waile men are in this humour, what confidence can 
_ we have, that, if there had been an exprefs order for infant bap- 
tiſm, they would not ſet their inventions to work to explain 
itaway? And we might be told, that the children to be baptized 
are ſuch as are cap ble of profeſſing faith; or that they are ſuch 
s reſemble infants in humility ; or that they are ſpiritual] children, 
who imitate the faith-of the firſt converts; or that they are to be 
Haptized after they have been firſt taught, and have given evi- es, 
_ dence of their effectual calling, &c. In mort, a fair and honeſt ves PI 
mind will embrace the truth upon any ſufficient proof, whether ; Daptffn 
_ direQor conſequential. But when the integrity of the mind is 3 
- corrupted and diſtorted, by prejudices, and fondneſs for pirticu- Hb 
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Ali be found td ward off conviAtion, for tbe moſt part, by any ar- 


1 Whatever. I have conſidered this objection ſthe more 
Enough to amufe and puzzle weak and ſimple minds, and to breed 
ſexuples, which ſometimes prove very troubleſome and hurtful. 
It is ſaid by ſome, “ that it is not being in the covenant or 


5 er church that gi ves a right to baptiſm ;-but' a divine order? to 
F439 2072-446 eie 11 ö 
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Bur to what p 
up a fruitleſs altercation 7' You ackhowledge that it is according 
to the order and rule of the goſpel; that all thoſe be received as 
the fub jects of haptiſ m, who have vifibly-an intereſt in the cove- 


naht, and appear to be ſuch as are to be received into the goſpel 
church, Whether, therefore, their being viſibly in covenant and, 


ofthe chürch gives them the right to baptiſm or not; yet, by 
1 ownacknowledgmentit proves, or evidences an unqueſtiona- 

le right thereto. The allegation ifi the objeRionis, indeed, moſt 
t Vöredföhable; but if we ſhould admit it, for INES ſake; the 
church member ſſip of infants being proved, f 
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bers are the proper ſubj of baptiſm,; e ie 


Another principal objection is, that 4 According to the goſpel 


e Order, Faith” and repentauce, or at leaſt a credible profeſſibn 
of all previouſly or in order to their being 


"thereof, are requi N | 
"8b4ptized: Tod apoſſles Leré firſt to teach thoſe whom they 
46 baßtized. Mat. xx yni. 19. Chriſt puts belle ving before bap- 
f 64 fil 1; when, h& fay „e He that believeth; and is baptized, ſhall 
"06 hela ved. Mark xvi. 15. And Peter ſays to the Jews, who 
 63Heing pricked in their hearts, aſked, what they ſhoulddo z “Re- 
pennt and be. baptized.” Acts ii. 33. And when the eunuch 
ee moved, that he might be baptized, Philip ſaid to him, „If 
thou believeſt with alf thy heart, thou mayeſt.“ Acts viii. 37. 
We read alſo of ſeveral who, agreeably to this rule, were hap- 
ct _tized 1 5 feſſing their faith and repentance.” If repentance and 
faith are the necef{ary conditions of hapt iſm, infants cannot be 
„admitted: for they make no profeſſion, and gi ve no evidence 
% Sf cheſe quslifeationn “ss hop oe, | 


. , 


* % q 
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need only open our bibles,/and read the ſeveral texts that are 
ng to Nppert it. Let us take them in their order. 4 


6 * 


Phe firſt is, Mat. xxviii. 19. I have hefore obſerved; that the 
ge ſicnißeation of the Greek is, “ Go make all nations diſci- 
de 


| es; (or proſelytes) baptizing them teaching them, &c. as 
| e ebe ne A that” this is a >d warrant for the 
, baptiſm"sf the infants,'who according to the ſcriptures; and the 
"conſtant ſehſe and practiſe of the Jews, in the admiſſion of pro- 


ſelytes; are to he accοο“]ted diſciples or proſelytes, as well as the 


parents; and! are therefore to be admitted bythe ſame out ward 


kite. And to ſay that infants can no otherwiſe become diſciples 


* 


rgely, becanfe; though it has really no weight in it; yet it is apt 


charch memberſhip of infants be 4 their right to bap- 
tiſm is undeniable, as long as it is allowed: thatcall. church mem- 


* p 


ang udang* ge 
> N hes 


i 

x 
| 
7 
. 
\ 

1 
' 
by 
5 


7 
1 
£2 


WORK — 4 ON 


5m ag - - a 15 D - 2 7 _ * : 
Ar N PI _ 1 0 


EV . - . — r 


— Soo ä — 3 e e mae 
2 og Ray 4 ner #2 


= — ” _—— * =Y _— 3 9 = PETIT - - = 
7 —— — — pr n 
— — * — 
2 2 


—— = 
; 4 3 - 
2 EGAN Son roo on —— om 


9 


— 
„ 
* 


x * — OY <A 5 — 3 93 p- 


- > * 7 _-; E - * : aL RT. 
6 CAPERS, HE LOST FO 554 7 1 
. * . 2 = , by. - k 
Nh => * r _ - 
a . 
. 


"7 . 


_ 
- 


. — 


— 


5 
K 4 
1 
4 
ll 
'N 


8 Ml 
1 * 4 ; [ , 
+ FX 4 
» Ty 1 * 
_ 4 \ « 4 
$44 gt 
* f 4 
i | 
4 * 
4 
x - 


—— 


50 $2, The OQzjeftion from. Mark xv1. 16; 
| 2 £ e 


* - * 
: ' 
* 
= 


choc immediately, previous to their aQual-confent. A pro- 
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pbaptiſm, than his infant child's right to Fes ſame is evidenced h 


6 mY | N 
k xvi. 16. 4nſwered. 
eee en een en RD an 
than by Leng, taught, is no better than a mean begging of the 
vory point to he proved. Wiieneyer, the; paige mage a diſciple 
of the parent, the right and privilege of diſciples was given to 
the children; who were as ſuch. to be baptized, togethe With 
the parents, according to the apoſtles orders, to diſciple and bap 
Ne ,, . daidgn confougt 
- - Andif we ſhould underſtand the word here uſed as fignifying 
dio inſtruct or indoctrinate, there would be no reaſon for, any one 
. to conclude, that infants may not be baptized till they Axe firſt 


0 
* 


taught - No ſuchithing is ſaid, or in the e IMG, x arilt's, 


_ - difejples are indeed to He taught, as well as baptized ; c Aren as 
Weil as adults 3g as far, and as ſoon as they are capable. f it. But 
tbat they may not - be- baptized till after they ;have,:been, firf 


taught, there is not one word, nor jota in the whole; paragraph, 
And 20 argue from the bare order of the words, that e 
tion is a neceſſary prerequiſite to baptiſm, in allcaſes; is to build up- 
oon quickſand indeed. For it is well known, that things are often 
mentioneſ in ſcripture, in a promiſcuous or inverted order.--Nay, 
if the order ofthe words were any ſolid. foundation, n Ny 
g We might, in this way, prove that it was the wik of Chriſt, t jat 
ehe apoſttes mond make diſciples, by firſt We zm, and 
then teaching them. For the inſtructions Chrif 2 m,when 
ke ſent them forth, ſtand-in this order © Jo diſciple all nations, 
er Haptizing them teaching them, Kg. But we lay noſſtreſs at 
all upon ſuch precarious arguments. The truth is, ſome are to 
be taught before, and in order tg their being, baptix29., Others 
are by baptiſm to be introduced into the {chgol of.Chrift, and 
put under the diſcipline. of the church before, andgayorcderto 
py oa being taught. Adults we grant, arg to berfirit Seht, aud 
to make à proſeſſion of faith, in order to their being baptized; 
and that for two reaſons, 1. They are immediately capable of it. 
2. They have no viſible right or meetneſs to be received as mem- 
bers of the church of Chriſt, till they profeſs their faith in him. 
And we may add, that it is not the will of Chrift that any ſuch 


che contrary, there are two reaſons why the infants of believers 

* ſhould by baptiſm be received into the church, without their be. 
ing firſt taught, and profeſſing their faith. 1. Phey, are not at 
28 2 capable oflit 2. Their ebureh memberſhip and right tc 
baptiſmiis manifeſt without it from the ſeriptuxes; as has been 
ſmewn. Andd it is the will of Chriſt, that they be enteredt into his 


feſſion of faith, does not more evidenee the right of a believer tc 


the ſcript ures, which declare that, Hof ſachs the kingdom ol 
- 48 heaven; that the promiſe is to them, and that they axe holy. 
Thissternt then contains nothing againſt infant! baptiſm, anc 
I have elſewhere ſhewn, that it furniſhes a good u fa 
_E#0uriof it. The next paſſage wethave to-conkder is, Mark x! 
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0 15, 16. Preach the goſpel to every creature. He that believeth | 
h end is/baptized, ſnall be ſaved; but he that believeth net ſhall | ö 
1p be damned. If this text does not contain ſo. much in favour "2 
of infant baptiſm as the other, yet certainly there is nothing 4 
ng WW agarnftlitz. It is true, faith and baptiſm are here required in otder 6 


ne te falvation. But whether in order to ſalvation, faith be required 
rt before bapt ifm in all caſes, or in any caſe, is not ſaid ; nor can it 
ſt's. ¶ be proved from this text; which only contains a promiſe of ſal- 
as vation to thoſe who believe and are baptized. And I preſume 
But it will be allowed, that if any one ſnould fir ſt he baptized, and af-- | 
ürſt ter wards ſhould believe; this promiſe: would belong to him, as 
ph. really as if he had fiſt believed, and then was ba ptized. -I anx 
192. ¶ one thould bei baptized upon a hypocritical profeſſion of faith, and 
up- Hafterwards ſhould. become à true believer, he would no deuht be 
ften Mſayed; nor would it be required of him that be be again baptixed. 
Lay, And though we grant that a profeſſion of faith is required of an 
pon, H unbaptized adult, in order to his being baptized; yet it is an abuſe 
that of ſeripture, to argue that infants are not to be baptized till they 

1 Wbelieve, becauſe betieving / is mentioned before baptiſm in this 
chen place, which by the acknowledgment of our opponents, © Speak 
ions, Wonly of thotle Who are capable of attending to the preaching o 
a the goſpel, and of actual believing.“ They do not apply to infants 
| the damnatory ſentence againſt unbelievers; and it is equally un- 
thers Wreaſonable, to urge their want of faith, as an objection to their be- 
and Ming admitted to baptiſm. In ſhor', I can find nothing in theſe 
ler to gverds, that makes the leaſt difficulty in the matter; unleſs we 
t, and u be ſo ridiculouſly abſurd as to imagiue, that infants and adult 
Med ; pelievers cannot both be the ſubjects of baptiſm; or that the 
e of it. Inention of the one alone, implies the denial of the other. : 
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mem - In Acts ii. 38. Peter exhorts his hearers to repeat and be bap- Wy 21 1 
a, him. red for the remiſſion of fins: Thoſe whom he thus exhorts were „ 
y uch adults. Fot no one preaches to young infants: We grant — 


| hat repentance is required of unbaptized adults, in order to their 
ſievers ing! baptized. But does he ſo much as hint, that infants ares 
eix be · ot to be admitted: No. But in the next words aſſerts, that the , 
not at me promiſe which belonged to them, and which he holds up as 
ight to warrant and encouragement to them, to repent and be baptiz - 
as been, did-alſo-belong'to their children. But theſe words have been 
heiß.. „„ 
Rpro ; The ſame remark is to be made on the words of Philip to the 
ever tagunuch, If thou believeſt with all thine heart, thou mayeſt be 
aced b baptized,” Any Pedohaptiſt, muſt, upon his own principles, 
dom Me (aid the fame, upon the like occaſio .. 
oy. Y The examples of thoſe who were baptized upon a profeſſion of 
Im, 20'With, are ſometimes brought as an objection againſt infant wy 
ot in fan. Tneſe, we grant; are a proof that believers are the ſubjects | 
axk X baptiſm. Wa. grant further, that they are no proof that in- 
ats are ſubjects. But it is ſtrange it ſhould ever be thought that 
ele examples make any thing againſt the baptiſm of e 
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Cannot adult believers be admitted, unleſs infants berejeted ! Is A 
There nõt ròom enbügh'in the church for both? A thoufand in- con 
ſtances of one ſort, are no argument againſt the admiſſion of the Tub 
other. The truth is, we have not many certain inſtances of adult . prat 
baptiſm mentioned particularly in the New Teſtament. Several Pl © 


| of thete were perſons of note; mho had mo children. Of others, ly. 


it appents „that if there were children in their families, as is high- 
Iy Probable, they were baptized with them And ſome that are 
confidently fuppofed to have been adults, might a great part of 
them have been infants, for any thing that appears to the contra - 
ry particularly the 3ooo added to the church on the day of Pen- 
tecoſt. But among all thoſe, ho are ſaid to have been baptized 
up a prof eſſion of faith; it is remarkable that we find not one 
thät was born of Chriſtian parents, or was; on gur principles, a fit 
:ſubje& of baptiſm in infancy. We have in the New Teſiament 
the hiſtory of the church for thirty years after Chriſt's aſcenſion, 
zn all which there is not one inſtance that in the leaſt countenances 
their practice, who are againſt the baptiſm of the children of be- 
lievers, till they are of age to profeſs their faith. Wherein they 
differ from us, they have moſt certainly neither precept nor ex- 
5 ample in ſcripture to ſupport them. JJ. Ce 6 3:17 RE 
Upon the whole, this objection, which has often been held vp 
with ſo much parade, is like a vapour; which, beheld;at a diſ- 
tance, may look as if there might be @ v2 3057 96 it; but upon 
- a nearer view, is found to be as light and unſubſtantial as the air, 
while we endeavourto handle it, we can find not hing in it. 
| It is objected by ſome, that Chriſtwas baptized in adult age; 
ic and we ought-herein-tofollow-hisexample.? IL 
Anſwer. John's baptiſm, with which Chriſt  was'baptized,: was 
not inſtituted till Chriſt was of adult age. How could it beexpect- 
ed that he ſhould have the ordinance adminiſtred to him, before 
it was a divine ordinance? We might as well argue againſt infant 
ci rcumciſion, becauſe Abraham was circumciſed in adult age. 
But Chriſt in his infancy was dedicated to God, and received into 
the number of his people, according to the ordinances then in 


to dedicate their children to God in baptiſm, the rite of inducti- 
on to the chriſtian church. Chriſt's baptiſm was the token of 
his ſelemn conſecration to his public; tainiſtry ; ſignifying his 
ano inting with the Holy Ghoſt to the offices of prophet, prieſt, 
and king; which he was to execute, and was accordingly inau— 
gurated at his entering on the public diſcharge of theſe: his offices, 
when he was about! thirty years of age. There were many pe- 
cCuliar circumſtances attending Chriſt's baptiſim, Which are not 
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It is objected, © That infant baptiſm is a part of popery, the 
e paſis of national churches, and worldly eſtabliſhments; that it 


" 


[E's gt + "np 4 453+} *f'} pe! 2 811 1 3 Anſwer. 
£ : "4 


* 


denne 
* + $9 % 
Pd 


RE 


Au Odeon from 1. Peter ii. 21. Anſwered. 85, 


Anſwer. Infant baptiſm is grounded on the ſcriptures and is 
commonly practiſed in thoſe churches that are not, nor ever were 
ſuh ect to the Pope; therefore, it is not a part of Popery, thcugh 


Practiſed, as divers other ordinances are, in the Roman church. 


ufant baptiſm is not the baſis of national churches, and world 
Iv.ellabliſhwents. Infants, were church members long before there 
was a national church in the world; Wick was not till the Horeb 
covenant. That particular conſtitution of a church, and form of 
adminiſtration, whereby it becomes national, has no conne ion 
with, or dependance upon infant baptiſm. A national church 
may as well be formed upon the principle of Antepedobaptiſm as 
any other. If the church of England ſhould renounce infant bap- 
tifm, and yet retain ts preſent conſtit ution in other reſpeQs, it 
wpuld ſtill he, and might as well continue, a national church as 


ever. There may be a national church, though not one half of the 


nation are of it. And there would be no national church, though 


alt the individuals of the nation were members of congregational 


churches. And as for: worldly eſtabliſhments of religion, it is too 
lain to need inſiſting on, that infant baptiſm no way affects them. 
afant baptiſm ſtands as well without, as with human eſtabliſh- 
ments; and human eſtabliſhments can ſtand as well without, as 
with infant baptiſm. 3 FFF 
Infant baptiſm does not vnite the church and the world, and 
keep them together. If by the world we mean thoſe that are 
not of tte viſible church; how.can the baptizing of ſuch infants. 
as are of the church, unite the church with thofe that do not be- 
long to it If by the world be meant profeſſed chriſtians, who 
arg. manifeſtly unmeet and unworthy of chriſtian communion, . 
infant baptiſm neither unites the church, nor Keeps it united with 
any ſuch. It is owing to the neglect or abuſe of diſciplitre, when 
ſuch, remain united with the church. Or if any ſhov}d mean by 
the world, viſihle Chriſtians, who are ſecretly Fypocritical; it is 
not the will of Chriſt that the church fhould be ſeparated from 
theſe, till their hypocriſy becomes manifeſt. Nor would the abo- 
lih:ng of infant baptiſm make ſuch aſeparation, © 
It is objected, „That thean(wer of a gcod conſcience is requir- 
e ech in baptiſm, in order to its being of ſaving advantage, 1 Pet, 
* 1.21, And as infants are incapable of this, they are not ſuh- 
jects of baptiſm.” Tanſwer, Though'the anſwer or engage- 
ment of a goou conſcience muſt be joined with the outward 
waſhing. with water, when the ſubjeſt is capable of it, yet this 
makes nothing againſt infant baptiſm. For if the anſwer of a good 
conſcience beafterwards annexed to the ſacramental waſhing re- 
ceived in infancy, ſuch a baptiſm is as valid, and as available to 
ſalyation, as if the waſhing, with water, and the anſwer of a pos 
conſcience, had been at the ſame t me. And.infants are by their 
bapt ſm, bound to the anſwer of a good conſcience ; which. they 
are to recognize and perform, when they are capable of it. In- 
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deed, this paſſage ſpeaks plainly in our favour. For the apoftſe 
compares baptiſm to the ark of Noah, as being the figure or an- 

_ titypeaf it, bearing a reſemblance to it. Noah by faith, prepar- 


ed'the ark, for the ſaving of himſelf and his houfe. As his Chil: 


_'oren were received with him into the ark, ſo the children of be- 
lievers belong to the church, and are. the ſubjects of baptiſm, to- 
gether with their parents; Which bears in this reſpect, the figure 
and reſemblance ofthe Ort Ss a Te op he» LOR 
It is alſo objeRed, that if infants are members of the church, 
« and ſubjects of baptiſm, they ought alſo to be adm tted to par- 

ce take of the Lord's ſupper, which is an ordinance to which alt 

. the members of the Chriſtian. church have a right. And ac- 
« Tordingly it was cuſtomary with the ancient Chriſtians, who | 
« pratiſed infant baptiſm, to adminiſter the Lord's ſupper alſo to 
© them. And they who. diſapprove the communicating of in- 
46 fants, ſhould, if they Rowe be conſiſtent, diſallow the bap: 
„ ons rat pada 

Anſwer. We grant that infants, as church members, have an, 
external right to all the ordinances of the viffble church, as far, 
and ſoon as they are actually capable of, and meet for them. As 
they ate immediately capable and meer ſubjects of baptiſm,_they 
are to be admitted thereto without delay, As ſoon. as they are 
capable of receiving inſtruction from the word, they ſhould be 
brought to give their attendance to itz and when they can ſo far 
vaderfſtand the neture and deſign of the Lord's fupper, and have 
ſuch a meaſure of knowledge and faith, that they can diſcern the 

Lord's body, and examine themſelves, and fo eat of that bread, 
arid drink of that cup; it is not only their right, but their duty to 
do ſo, without delay. Though an infant may have a right to an 
eſtate, of which he is an heir, yet he is not admitted to poſſeſs, oc- 
cupy, and improve it, till he is of capacity for it. And fuch is 
the nature and deſign of the Lord's ſupper, that a right attend- 
ance on it, requires an actual capacity and preſent meetneſs for fl 

 which-infants have not. And it is this want of capacity and 
meetnęls, and nota want of right to church privileges, that is the 
reaſon why we do not admit them, . But this reaſon does not ex- 
clude them from baptiſm; of whichithey are as capable and meet 
fuß jects now, as they were of circumciſion formerly, They are 
capable of the fizn, and the thing, fignified ; of coming under the 
obligations, and having the grace and privileges of-the covenant 
ſecured and conveyed-to them; of being ſolemnly dedicated to 
Go? ; recopnized'and admitted, as his viſible church and people. 
"Theſe things they ate capable of in infancy. And to fignify and 
eff theſe, is the deſigu and nfe of baptiſm, as has been obſerved. 
We ſacknos ſedge it was an error in the ancient Chriſtians, to 
adminifterthe Lord's ſapper to infants. They might, probably, 
be led intoit, by chaligering that the Jew:fh infants did eat of the 
_ pallover; which, they migut ſu ppoſe, anfivered to the Lord's ſup- 
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Of ther Proflice of the-anciens Churches. 7 
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pr: & by, miſtaking what Cbriſt laid of the neceſſity of eating his 
4 eſh, and dr 


me do not find that the divine right of infant baptiſm was ever 
Fed, de by them, or the practice of it diſcontinued. 


admitting infants ts the Lord's ſupper, though irregular, 


* 


Was yet a leſs and more excuſeable error, than it is to ſhut them 


Wolly gut of the church. Though a young ihfant may not be ft 


to fit at the table, and eat the meat of ſtrong men; yet this wou 


not, by any means, be ſo improper, as to turn him out of doors, 
und not own him as belonging to the 3 F 
Thus I have confidere 


Oe oat I have met with; which 1 have aimed to ſtate fairly 
. 


' ee weight in them. But 

I, after all, it ſhould ſeem to any, that there is-fome real dificul- | 
- ky. in the caſe, that they khow not how to remove; this ought 

not to overthrow or ſtagger their belief of the doctrine itſelf, if 

_ the arguments in favour of it are found to be conclufivez or of 


more gt than the contrary obje&ions. Yea; if any ſhould 


Think there is only a greater probability fof, than againſt it, they 
170 to be determined in their judgment and practice, by proba- 


ble evidence, till they can obtain ſuch proofs as are more full and 


| Tatisfafto 


8 Tintended fo habe added ſome refletions upon the whole ar- 
arent, © Bur here I muſt aim to de as brief as poſfible; as this 
diſcourſe is already much longer than was intended. e 


It appears, I trüſt, that our opponents have no reaſon to ſay, 
As they are wont to do with great confidence, that there is no- 
vis hy theſcriptures in favour of infant baptiſm, but they plain- 
5 declare againſt it. We have fearched the ſcriptures, and 

nd nothing at all contrary to infant baptiſm ; and plain proofs 
that infants are members of the Fo pe church, and that all church 
members are. the ſubjects of Paptilm. Whether this does not 


a 


amount to a. fatr and full proof, let every one who has the reaſoh = 


of a man confider and judge. 1 
We learn alfo, the error of rebaptizing thoſe, who have been 
baptized in their infancy. This ptactice cannot be juſtified either 
by precept or example, or any good reaſons. Infant baptiſm ad- 
minifired by ſprinkling, we have examined by the ſeriptures, 
and find it to be well-warranted. To renounce it therefore, and 
be baptized over again, is utterly wrong. And thongh we chart- 
tably believe thatthoſe who havegone into this practice, have done 


it conſcientioufly, yet their conſciences were thereinmiſgnided, and 


ie 4-104. entangled themſelvesby the wrong flep theyhave taken, 


h 
ed communion with all chriſtians, but thofe of their own party, they 
Foo often appear to be exceed 


34393 


Ely hardene@againſt all means that 
„ ee ö 3 4 5 | 


drinkipg his blood. The reafon was plaufible, though 
inconcluſive. And they were, upon further confideration, coh- _ 
vinced of ther miſtake; and laid this practice wh olly afide. But 


| the chief objections againſt infant 
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piveirſatah an advantage againſt them. Having openly renounc- | 
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. | can he/uſed for convincing them of theit extot'] and take it with 
great ſcorn and impatierice, to have it ſuggeſted to them that per- 1 
1 ps they are in a miſtake. Aud if any ſuch Tuſpicidns. mould 15 


ever ariſe in their minds, et what a ftrong temptation will they 
have to wink. hard againſt the light, when it begins to enter into 
their minds, and to difcover to them, what they cannot bear the 
' thonghts.6f, that in the height of their Tonfidetic® they have been 
wrong. It is very unnappy when" chrifliians.ran themſelves into 
Ls, achin eee ſcryples and prejudices fixed 5 
e, e ß y TE», 
Is. et ſuch then as labour under doubts, and ſcruples, reſpecting .: 
the validity of the haptiſm they have received in their infancy, e 
be adviſed” not to he, haſty and raſh, in taking a ſtep of (o much © 
importance, as the renouncing of this their ,baptiſmal dedication We © 
evident tokens of the gracious preſence of Chrift in their Fee 1 
ſtlrations. We are far 5 75 urging you to give up your cenſei. 8 
ences to our ditection. We clim no dominion over the faith of - th 
any one, but wiſh you to examinę and judge for yqurſelves, what p 
is truth, and what is right. If we can give you any afſiſtance in Tu 
* . ſearching the ſcriptures, by pointing out to your. notice any evi- - At 
t dences of the truth which you may,have oveslooked, we would - wt 
willingly, in this way, be helpers of your joy. Nor do we object MW go 
to your..confidering candidly What maybe. offered'on the other Gabe 
de: for vue are perſuaded that 2 good cauſe, will (uffer no damage =" 
by being thoroughly examined in the cleareft licht. Buf remem- - tr. 
ber thete is a great difference between a difficulty and aclear.rea- WF 
ſon, between being. puzzled, and having a rational and ſatisfac- 
| tory.convition;. between having ſcruples about the regularity of 
iafant Rae having ſufficient arguments againſt it. Take 
time to weigh things fairly and juſtly ; and et no one drive you 
along blindly, faſter than you can ſee your way plain before you. 
Be willing to take pains, and, uſe all the heips, you can come at, 
i get ar ht noderſtanding of the grounds add reaſons.09 either 
fide. If there be any thing you cannot comprehend, ſeek the aſ- 
Aillance of thoſe who may be able to inſtru you. , And if, after 
all, you ſhauld be unſatisfied, rather wait in ſuſpence, till God 
all vouck ſafe you further light, than change blindly and at a 
venture, as many have done. And cheriſh à meek and humble 
dliiſpoſit on. God will guide the meek in judgment, and teach 
ee the meek his way.” Take heed that Satan does not blow you 
up with ſpiritual pride, which is more odious and dangerous than 
any other. , Seeſt thou a man wiſe in his own conceit, there is 
de more hope of a fool, than of him.“ And take heed of. wilful- 
neſs, of evil ſurmiſiags, and prejudices : and let it be your daily 
and earneſt prayer to God, that he would guide and keep you in 
his own. waz; and grant you that wiſdom and underſtanding 
Which is needful for your direction. And beware that no man de- 


. 


Alloictr ia thoſe who) are eftablifhed © - 8g 


_ afteadof ſound reaſons. “ Believe not every ſpirit, but try the 
. ſpirits, whether they he of God; for many falſe prophets are 
e gone aut intoſthe world.“ If there rs any that are manifeſtly 
acted by a party ſpirit; any that would ſour and leaven your 
3 . with uncharitableneſs; any that would lead you away 
from the {criptures, to follow enthufiaſtic impreſſions and impulſ- 
es any who endeavour to perſuade by noiſe and clamour, and 
fierceneſs, and ſtriking the paſſions, inſtead of enlightning the un- 
Auerſtanding by plain ſcripture, and fair calm reaſoning; any that 
endeavour to move men from their ſtedfaſineſs, by flatteries, or 
_ . cenſures, hy confidence, by pitying the Blindneſs of others, or 
boaſting.o their on illuminations; fych as. theſe you have rea- 
ſon to be cautious of hearkening to. Take heed that you, be not 
Ampoſed on-with chaff inſtead of wheat; with vain dreams aud 
hurtful prejudices, inſtead of divine truths. Make the ſcriptures 
the rule of your religion, according to the plain and natural inter- 
- prE(ation; of them. If any one can offer you light from the ſcrip- 
- tures, attend to it ; but reſolve to ſee and judge for yourſelves. 
» And let it be your care conſcientiouſiy to practice agteeably to 
what you have already learned of the will of God. This is a 
good preſervative: againſt dangerous miſtakes, and being carried 
about with divers and ſtrange doftrines: © If any man will do, 
be hy will of God, he ſhall know of the dofAttine, whether it be of 
Let thoſe who are eſtabliſhe4 in the belief of this dorine; 
/ Which has thus far been diſcourſed of, be thankful to God for the 
kind regard he has ſhewn for the offspring of his covenant peo- 
. Let parents hereby be encouraged to devote theit children 
to him in baptiſm, without needleſs delay; and alſo to pray for 
them, with a ſtedfaſt faith and truſt in that promiſe; Which is to 
© believers and Wert e If any of your children fou die _ 
iN their infaney, reſign them patientiy to the mere} of a covenant 
God, with a comfortable perſuaſton that they are of the nümber. 
+ of thoſe little ones, who belong to the kingdom vf heaven. If 
they ſhould live to grow. up under your care, tran them up in 
the nurture and admonition of the Lord, hopin? and expetting 
,a-ſpectal bleſſing on theſe labours of lote. Confider that theſe 
Ciitdren are of the church of .Crift. Ale has put thin under 
, Four care to be hrought up ſor him. Let your belief of this animite 
aur hopes; your prayers, and endeavours for them. They whot:« 5 
| (UibaAlieve 2nd deny this article of our faith cut th&n4lves, off . 
from theſe comfortable and encouraging vie vs, with reſpet ton 
- their children. And how far TE Choate of detciting them to 
: Godbin, his appointed ordinance may expoſe ſuch fimiles to the 
"tokens of the qivine diſpleafure, onght ſeriouſſy to be cohfidered- 
of We-epe, with reſpe to thoſe of them who are the true 
God tiiat tlie promiſe is to their ee ee N 
Bi n % x; 42 5 kr * 0 5 \ EY 0 1 =. 


improvement of it, which they ought.” We willingly hope and 


joy of ſeeing the accom 3 thereof, iu the bleſſings of divine 
. _ , grace upon their children. But let us thew: that the doctrine of 
infant baptiſm is, with us; nat a bar ren ſpeculation, but a com- 

| Nane encouraging aud engaging motive to the difcharge of 
„family duties. fr we believe that God has reſer ves of new cove- 
. Hant bleflings for our families, according to his gracious promiſe, 
let us pſe the meaus in order to the conveyanee of thefe bleſſings 
to them. Aud Jet us order our houſe with piety, gravity and 
'- = , wifdom, as becomes the church and houſe of God, 
in,, MM RTP TR BOG 1G, 
Aud though we would with pleaſore expreſs our chriſtian af- 


Pear to be ſincere in the profeſſion and praftics of the fundamen- 
. _ +: Jabsof chriſtianity ; yet T think we mould not give any counte- 
nNance fo ee attempts of thoſe who ſet theraſelves to vilify and fet 
S4t nought-ovur ſacred adminiſtration, aud four the minds of the 
.  » fimple with the leaven of uncharitahleneſs and fchiſm. If we are 
eſtabliſhed in this truth, and have that loveand zeal for it which 
ve ſongght to have, we ſhould not wok on with cool . 
While miſtaken men are endeavourigg to rob us of this facred de- 
poßtum, delivered to the fajnts. This article of our holy faith is 
df too much importance to be parted with. We ſhould not act 
_ {6 inconfiſtent à part, as to do any thing that may. ſtrengthen 
their hands, and give them an advantage, who would “ by fair 
©, © fneeckes deceive the hearts of the ſimple,” and perſuade them 
to renounce communion with the churches of the ſaints in the 
_ __,. boly ordinances ef Chrift. AO we may be able to contend 
or this truth with greater kill and ſucceſs, let us labour to be 
.- furnſhed with fach ctear, ſcriptural arguments as may be ſuffci. 
ent to convince, or at leaſt ſilence, gainfayers. Let us ſtudy and 
__.. digeſt well the reafogs orr which this doct fine and practice of the 
church is grounded, thatſo we may all, to greater advantage, be 
fellow he'pers to the truth. And we need not fear, but that tte 
-  ., eauſe of God will be fupported, and in the end will triumph, 
whatever oppoßtion ny be made to it, oO 
In the concluſion, I would turn myſelf to the rifing generation, 
ph are the children of the covenant, and have, by baptiſm, 
been admitted into the church of God. After having faid ſo 
mich for you, in pleading your cauſe, and maintaining your 
* rights, in oppoſition to thoſe who would caſt you out of tie 
- - inheritance of the Ford, let me have your attention, while I 
"fap a few things to you. e thankful te God) chat he has 
been pleaſed to inveſt yon with the privileges, and lay you 
—_ pnder the bonds, of lis gracious covenant 5 and let the con. 
| _ _"Mderation quicken and encourage you in. ſceking and ſerving 
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 thoogh they do not belſeve'ityof kane the derte, on make. the | 


. kruft, that their unbelief in ches point; will not make the faith 
. or promiſe of God without effect ; but that they will have the 


walking there - 


a 8 ſection to thoſe who diſſent from us in this point, when they ap- 
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Aue u ide Chikiren of the Covenant. 91 


e ©od of your fathers.” Though the grace of the new co» 
venant be promiſed, in à pay cular, manyers to the children 
of God's 'covenant people, pet you are” not to expect a 
. aving application of it to any of you, ualeſs you diligently 
ſeek for it, indtheluſe- of his apporated means. „He will 
s for this be enquired of by you.” But for your encou- 
 Yagement, * He hath not ſaid to the goed of Jacob, ſcek ye 
e me in vain.” Tneſe promiſes. furniſh the children of the 
Covenant with a peculiar plea, in their prayers to God, for 
his converting and ſanctifying grace: Avouch then your fa- 
* thers God for your God; and let Ephraim's prayer he yours, 
„ Turn Thon me, and IL. mall be tumnad, for thu the 
Lord my God.“ And labour to get a good underſtanding of 
the grounds and principles of the Chriſtian doctrine; but 
reſt not in a doctrinal knowledge, re a n aud 
© experimental acquaintance with its. diving. power and efficacy 
to ſanQify you in fpirit, foutk, and i Ip rope, ur 
„place and ſtanding in the. church _ qbliges you in duty, as 
well as gives you .a viſible right, to attend aft the ordi- 
the WF nances which Chriſt has inftituted for the efification of his 
are church, particularly the ordinance of the Lord's Tupper, 1 


nich * would" now invite you to come to this facred feaſt, with 
ce, . chat due preparation which is required in a worthy appreach 


4 thereto: and by a ſincere and folemn recognition e | 
th 1s -baptiſinal vows;- make the act of your parents, in dedicat- 
ta ing you to God, your on act; and let your whole converſation 
then be as becomes» members of the church. As you belong to 
tir the fchook of Chriſt, labour to make proficiency da iy under 
wem the inſtructions and difcipline of it. Lon are admitted .jnto 
50 3 the ſociety of God's proſeſſing people ; improve your fela- 
ven tion and connection with them for your. 5 ent in the 
ode WF graces and virtues of the Chriftian temper and life, that you 
0 4 may be daily growing up to the meaſure. of perfect men in 
Jy an . Chriſt; and to a meetneſs te be partakers of the inheritance 
| ol the ſaints in light. Be the companions of them that fear 
the Lord, and be got companioas of fools.— „ He that 
(8. walketh with the wi ſhall be wiſe, but à companion of 
But theſe things 5 been often..igcytcated, and therefore 5 
1 hall not enlarge upen them; but ſhall leave with you the 
bolemn charge of David. to bis _belove4 ſon ant ſucceſſor : 
% And now, my children, know the God of your fathers, 
«© and ſerve him with a perfect heart, and willing mind x 
% for the Lord-ſearcheth all hearts, and under ſtandeth alk 
40 oi imaginations of the thoughts If you ſeek him, he 
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GUURAN SIT AIN ind the UNITED STATES; g 


e its Canning el (with a- General tatfoduBory Hiſtory 
on the firſt ſettling of the Country) and will be carried for- 
Ward to the End of the War: 


Exhibiting 4 circumſtantial, connected, on comp oiete Account 

of the feal Cauſe; Riſe, and Progreſs of the War, interſperſed 

5 with Anecdotes and Characters of the different Commanders, 

and Accounts of ſuch Ferſonages in Congreſs. as haue diſtin - 
_ gviſheq themſelves during the Conteſt: | 


LY With an Appendix (which will be ated fo the gert g Volume) 
containing a Collection of interefling mo authentic Fapers, 
(POE to elucidate the Hiſtory, x 
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1. THE Work witl he publ. thed in mdolithly endes orink. 
ed on beaut ful ne Types, and excellent Paper. Each Num: 
4. per will contain fix: y four. pages, in large oftavo.----The firſt 
Numbet will be adorned with a beantifol Copperplate Fron- 
© fiſpiece of his Fx-ellency Governor HANCOCK; who was 
Preſi dent of the American Congreſs, when they declared Indꝭ. 
panes In the tick Number will be g'ven a beantiful 
- Likeneſs of his Pxeelleney General WASHINGTON; 
'  anievery alternate Number will be embelliſhed with elegant 
Likeneſſes of the Heroes of the Age. The Engravings will be 
„exequted by an ingenions Art'iſt. 
3 It. THE Work will he put to te Prefs, ie Hon as a fufficient 
Number of Subſcribers have given in their Names; and, as ſe- 
veral Gentlemen have already encouraged the 0275 it feb 100 
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pected the feſt Number will be pubtiſhed the Beginning of 


October, and tu LFucceedin 
enſuing Months. 4 


III. THE Price of eich Number, to Subſcribers, ſtitched in 


blue Paper, will be only Three Shillings Lawful Money, or 
Country Produce in Proportion, The Money to be paid on 
the Delivery of each Number. | : 


IV. THOS E who ſubſcribe for Twelve Numbers, ſhall have 


two gr atis. 


Subſcriptions for the above Work, will be thankfully received by 


NaTHANIEL Covxalx and 
_ RoggkT Hopos. 
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Numbers, on the firſt Days of the 
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